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had been solemnly made upon that floor; just as 
though the gentlemen, because they happen to 
jive seven or eight hundred miles away from the 

Jace where goods are manufactured, were to 
have them furnished at their very doors at the 
game prices as at the place where they were man- 
ufactured! Away with such arguments! Gen- 
tlemen must teach a different doctrine of political 
morality. 

Mr. KENNEDY rose and asked if the gentle- 
man would allow him to correct some statements 
as to his position? 

Mr. BARNARD said if he had misrepresented 
him in anything, he certainly would allow the ex- 

janation. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Why, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman has misrepresented me in everything. 
Because, in my remarks yesterday, I referred to 
the fact that the western States were the only ones 
in the Union which had paid the price of their 
soil into the national Treasury, he represents me 
as attempting to induce my constituents and the 
western people to appropriate other people’s prop- 
erty to their own use? I ask him what Govern- 
ment on the face of the earth, except ours, ever 
sold out its soil to its citizens? 

But the gentleman is notcontent to misrepresent 
me; but he, upon that misrepresentation, appeals 
from me to my constituents, and intimates that 
he will appear before the people of-the tenth con- 
gressional district, and teach them, I suppose, 
what they shall think, and how they shall act, on 
this and other matters; such as whom they shall 
eect to represent them on this floor, and what 
such Representative shall think and say. 

Sir, this isan unusual assumption; and, in reply 
to it, | have only to say, that if the gentleman 
takes my district in his next circuit of appeals, I 
will try and meet him there. But [ will warn 
him, in advance, that, should he come there, with 
his dictatorial airs, assuming to advise and direct 
my constituents, he may perchance find himself 
inaduck-pond, after having been rode on a fence- 
rail, 

Mr. BARNARD said he again solemnly dis- 
wnted from the opinion of the gentleman. Ele did 
not believe there existed among the gentleman’s 
constituency any such disposition of brutality as 
the gentleman had described. No; he would not 
fear to go into the genUeman’s congressional dis- 
ietyand there, in atemperate, logical, argument- 
alive way, rebut these very doctrines. Nor would 
he very much fear to meet the gentleman himself 
inthe field of argument upon that question in his 
own district. He would fear neither the gentle- 
man nor his constituents. He believed that a 
man who was peaceably inclined could pass 
through that constituency with entire safety, ex- 
essing all the opinions which he might desire 
‘0 promulgate. He did not believe at all in the 
bratal character which the gentleman had given 
‘9 that constituency. In regard to the explana- 
tion which the gentleman had offered, he would 
rave it to be judged of by the House. What 
did it amount to after all? That this was the 
irstexample where Government had sold land to 
iscitizens. But this did not happen to be exactly 
ime. Every governmentin this country had sold 
ts land to iis own citizens, and put the purchase- 
money into its own coffers. These lands be- 
longed to the whole nation, and not to those who 
happened to squat down upon them. They be- 
longed to the people of New York, of Virginia, 
the New England States, and, in fact, of all the 
States, and not to those who happened to seize 
upon the possession. 

The hour having expired, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON obtained the floor. 


|} recommit the subject to a committee to Inquire 
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waters. And the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Bannarp] seemed determined, by much 
speaking, to win the western members in favor 
of his schemes of northern improvement. 

The only question really before the House was 
as to the order of business; whether they should 


how much money should be appropriated. And 
he would venture to say that a committee could 
not be found in that House who would not be 
willing to make an appropriation for the Missis- 
sippi river. The debate had taken a wide range, 
and had been kept up without any earthly profit 
to the country at large. If the subject had been 
allowed to take its ordinary course, he would ven- 
ture to say that a bill would, before this time, 
have been before the House making the appro- 
priation they soughtfor. The debate had retarded, 
instead of accelerating their progress. He thought 
it highly necessary, however, that the committee 
should first inquire into the extent of the means 
at the disposal of the Government; for he, for one, 
was not prepared to vote for an appropriation 
until he knew where the means were to come 
from, and how much could be spared. He would, 
therefore, move to strike out so much of the reso- 
lution as makes it imperative upon the Committee 
of Ways and Means to report a bill; and substi- 


tute a direction that the committee inquire into 


the expediency of reporting a bill; and upon this 
motion he asked for the previous question. 
Mr. BARNARD hoped the House would not 


| sustain the previous question under the circum- 


stances, as it would exclude hisamendment; and 


| he appealed to the gentleman from Tennessee, as 


| a matter of ordinary courtesy, to give him an op- 


portunity to offer it. 
The demand for the previous question being 


| insisted upon, tellers were appointed, (Messrs. 


Mr. BARNARD desired permission, before | 


the gentleman from Tennessee proceeded, to pre- 
sent an amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON refused to yield the floor. 

He had made the motion to reconsider on the 
ground that, by the original resolution, it was 
made imperative on the committee to reporta bill. 
That was the only objection. There had been 
wo days’ debate upon the merits of the western 


il 


Winturop and Sreenrop,) who reported 81 votes 
in the affirmative, and 58 in the negative. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The main question was then put, being upon 
Mr. C. Jonunson’s amendment; and upon this 
question the yeas and nays were demanded, and 


| ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 108, 


nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, 
| Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Black- 


well, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Eimer, Parlee, Foot, Giddings, Gilmer, Ham- 


| lin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hub- 
| bard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, || 
| James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Andrew 


Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel 
P. King, Labraneche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, McClelland, Me Dowell, Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, 
Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, 
Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt. Ramsey, Rathburn, Rayner, 


| Charles M. Reed, David 8. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, 
| Robinson, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Severance, 


David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Sykes, ‘l'aylor, ‘Thompson, 


| Tyler, Wheaton. Williams, and Yost—108. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Royd, 
Miltou Brown, William J. Brown, Caldwel!, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Douglas, Duncan, Ficklin. Florence, 
French, Frick, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Har- 
per, Hentey, Hoge, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Ivrin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnsou, MeCausien, MeClernand, Me- 
Connell, MeDowell, Edward J. Morris, Josepli Morris, 
Morse, Norris, Owen, Peyton, Relle, Schenck, Senter, Sli- 
dell, Caleb b. Smith, Robert Smith, Thomas Smith, Steen- 
rad, Andrew Stewart. Stone. Thomasson, Tibbatts, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller,Wentworth, White, Winthrop, 
Wiikins, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—6l. 


The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended; which, being put, was 


'| carried without a division. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 
Mr.:PRATT presented the resolutions of the 


|| Legislature of New York, instructing their Sen- 


ators and requesting their Representatives in 


Mr. BARNARD rose, and said he had no ob- 


jection to the reception of the resolutions; but as 


he wished to make some remarks in regard to 
them, he hoped his colleague would consent to 
let them lie over fora day or two. 

Mr. PRATT assented, and 

The House adjourned. 





The following petitions presented to-day were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A petition of one hundred citizens 
of Oswego, New York, praying for a modification of exist- 
ing revenue laws, so as to allow a drawback upon the ex- 
portation of goods to the coterminous British provinces in 
the original boxes in Which the same are imported into the 
Atlantic ciues, under such guard and restrictions as shall 
not interfere with the revenue of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce and Naviga- 
tion. 

Also, 2 petition of one hundred and fifty citizens of Os- 
wego, New York, praying for the reduction of the present 
rates of postage, &c.; which was reterred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of Jacob 
Storm, of Indiana, for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: Six petitions of citi- 
zeus of Pliladelpbia, numerously signed, praying Congresa 
to grant an appropriation for the construction of a dry-dock 
at the navy-vard at that port. 

By Mr. BLACK, of Pennsylvania: The petitions and 
documents of Frederick Tresslee, an old soldier, praying 
for relief; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, of sundry citizens of Perry county, Pennsylvania, 
asking a reduction on the postage of periodicals, newspa- 
pers, and letters; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MeDOWELL : A resolution of the Legislature 
of Ohio in favor of the repeal of the law passed at the last 
session of Congress, removing the summer term of the Uni- 
ted States circuit court from Columbus to Cincinnati, and 
in favor of having said court holden in future, at the city of 
Columbus ; which was referred to the Committee on the 


|; Judiciary. 


Also, # petition of citizens of Scioto, Adams, and High- 


| land counties, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a 


horse mail route froin Portsmouth, on the Ohio river, to 
Hilsboro, in said State. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: A petition of Bartlett Holmes, for an 
invalid pension 

By Mr. HAYS: Two petitions from citizens of Warren 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for a reduction of the rates 
of postage, and a restriction of the fro nking privilege. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for an appropriation for the completion of the har- 
bor at Erie. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: A petition of citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying for an ap 
propriation for the construction of a dry-dock, at the Phil- 
adelphia navy-yard ; also, a petition of citizens of Philadel- 
phia city and county praying for the revival of the navy 
pension law of 1837; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut: The petition of the 
Hartford and New Haven Railroad Company, for remission 
of duties on their railroad iron, purchased last September ; 


' which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of John Pulcber and one 
hundred and forty others, citizens of Posey county, Indiana, 
praying for an appropriation of lands to complete the Cen- 
tral canal to Evansville. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: A petition signed by a large 
number of citizens of Armstrong county, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praving a reduction on postage. 

By Mr. J. BRINK ERHOFF: The memorial of one hun- 
dred and twenty-three citizens, commercial houses, and 
ship masters, of Sandusky city, Ohio, praying an appropri- 
A statement exhibiting the value of Imports and Exports 
ation to prevent the destruction of Sandusky harbor; also, 
the memorial of three hundred and twenty-six citizens of 
Huron and Erie counties, Ohio, praying an appropriation for 
the completion of the Vermillion harbor, on Lake Erie ; also, 
the memorial of one hundred and thirty-one citizens of Erie 
county, Ohio; also, the memorial of the citizens of Milan, 
Ohio, praying an appropriation for the repair of Huron Har- 
bor, on Lake Erie; all of which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of four hundred and upwards of citi- 
zens of Medina county, Ohio, praving the passage of a law 
for the immediate occupation of Oregon. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The memorial of John J. Deming and 
one hundred and thirty-two others, citizens of St. Joseph 
county, Indiana, complaining of the excessive rates of 
postage on letters and printed matter, as now established 
by law, and praving Congress to establish a uniform rate of 
postage on letters, not exceeding five cents in advance on 
letters not weighing more than one half ounce, &c.; and 
also, to reduce the rates of postage on newspaper and printed 


|| matter; which was referred to the Committee on the Post 


Congress to use their best endeavors to procure | 


the passage of the bill to refund the fine imposed 


| on General Jackson by Judge Hall. 


‘ 


The resolutions having been read, 
Mr. PRATT moved that they lie on the table. 


I 


Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Benjamin 
and Thomas Turman, of Indiana, asking conipensation for 
property lost by their father during the last war; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. z 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of James Morgan, of 
New York, a revolutionary soldier, for a pension. 


162 


By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition of sun- 
dry inhabitants of the county of Rensselacr and State of 
New York, praying a reduction of the rates of postage; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads. 


} 


if 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvnspay, January 18, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Postmaster 
General, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 4th instant, a state- 
ment of the number of letters, pamphlets, and 
newspapers, which passed through the post offi- 
ces in the United States during the month of Oc- 
tober, 1843, the number free, and those on which 
postage was paid, &c. Accompanying, also, was 
a statement of the free letters and documents 
mailed from the post office in Washington city for 
three weeks during the session of Congress, 


spring, 1840, as follows: 


For the week commencing April 27, and ending May 2, 1840. 


Free letters from Congress... 
Free letters from Exeeutive 


Total free letters 


96,588 public documents, weighing 8,049 pounds. 
For the weck commencing May 27, and ending June 2, 1840. 


Pree letters from Congress s'véspe erseee -. 6,500 
Free letters from Executive Departinents.....--...+ 7,499 ; 


00000 13,955 


Total free letters 


108,912 public documents, weighing 9,076 pounds. 


For the week commencing July 1, and ending July 7, 1840. 
7,426 
. 7,340 
Total free letters Finds Mubebied chooks See 
186,763 public documents, weighing 15,561 pounds. 
Total public documents in three weeks, 392,268 ; weigh- 
ing 32.689 pounds. 


Free letters from Congress........ 
Free letters from Executive Departments... 


‘Total public documents in thirty-three weeks, 4,314,948 ; || 


weighing 359,579 pounds 
Total tree letters in three weeks, 42.395. 
Total free letters in thirty three weeks.466.345. 
Whole number of documents in session of 33 wecks.( weight 
359.579 pounds) Nitohw snes ceanur eee aeer 
Whole number of free letters in session of 33 weeks, 466.345 
Total documents and free letters sent during ses 
sion of 33 weeks oe «4,781 293 


On motion of Mr. KING, the above report was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, 
who was instructed to make the motfon by the 
Post Office Committee, the above report was or- 
dered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from a 
number of inhabitants of New York, styling them- | 


selves looking-glass frame manufacturers, carv- || 


ers, silverers of looking-glass plates, representing | 
that the present duty on glass for the manufac- | 
ture of looking-glasses is so high as to materially | 
injure their business. They pray a reduction of | 
the duty on looking-glass plates and plates unsil- | 
vered; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from 
Charles C. Little and James Brown, representing 
that they contemplated publishing a stereotype 
edition of the laws of the United States, and pray- | 
ing the patronage of Congress thereto; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a communication from B. Silliman, the 
executor of the late Colonel Trumbull, represent- 
ing that he is in possession of certain manuscript 
records kept by that gentleman, of opinions on 
the cases submitted to, and decided by, the board 
under Jay’s treaty in 1794. He says that the 
Government does not possess copies of those pa- 
pers, and proposes to sell them to it; which was 
referved ta the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Indiana, Kentucky, and else- 
where, praying for a grant of land to aid in the 
extension of the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio rivers which was referred to the Committee 
on Pablic 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of res; eciable ciuzens of western Penn- 
syivania, in favor of amending the Federal Con- 
stituaion, so that it shall contain a clear and ex- 


Lands, 
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ome acknowledgment of the Sovereign of the 
niverse as the God of this nation; an avowed 
| submission to the Savior of mankind as the Ruler | 


|| of this nation; and a recognition that His revealed || 


will, as contained in the Scriptures of the Old.and | 
|New Testaments, is the law paramout of this na- 
| tion. They also ask Congress to repeal all enact- 
ments authorizing the running of the mail stage 
on the Sabbath, or any other violation of that 
holy day. 
Mr. B. said that this memorial had been trans- 
mitted to him by a learned and pious minister of | 
the gospel. He hoped that it would be respect- 
fully received by the Senate; which was accoru- 
ingly done; and then it was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
| Finance was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of the vestry and church 
| wardens of the parish of St. Philip, in Charles- | 
ton, South Carolina, praying that the duty on an 
organ imported by them may be refunded. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution reported from the 
| Committee on Finance, for the indefinite post- 
| ponement of the bill introduced by the Senator 
| from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurriz,] propos- 


| ent tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 
Mr. KiNG suggested that the resolution was 


'| not the subject for consideration. The bill which || 


was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 


| which that committee reported back with a reso- || 


| lution for the indefinite postponement of, was the 
matier for deliberation; when that bill comes up 
in its order on the Calendar, the proposition of 
| the honorable Senator, or the committee, for in- 
| definite postponement, will be inorder. He may 
then assign the reasons of the committee for the 
| proposition, either verbally or in writing. 
tainly the bill is the matter for deliberation; for 
the obvious reason, that when the bill comes up, 
the objections of the committee to it might be 
i} met by an amendment to obviate them. But 
if the resolution was first to be acted on, such 
course would deprive the Senate of the oppor- 
tunity to make the bill acceptable by amendment. 
He merely wished to preserve the regular course 
of proceeding. 
| poned, and the bill be taken ap. 
usual for a committee to report resolutions of this 
| kind. Itis usual for the chairman of a commit- 
| tee to state in his place that he was instructed, 


| when the bill comes up for consideration, to move |} 


for its indefinite postponement. He hoped the 
| rule of proceeding would not be departed from, 


| because the committee thought proper to report | 
| a resolution, 

The PRESIDENT was understood to say here | 
that, without reflection, he thought the resolu- | 


tions should be considered in the light of an ad- 


verse report, and that the bill would come up oa 


an adverse report. 


Mr. EVANS did not know what was strictly | 
the order of proceeding. He did not care a great | 
deal about the mode of reaching the question. | 


The object of the committee was to obtain the 


| sense of the Senate upon the constitutional right | 
or power of the body to originate such a bill; and 

| they thought there was no other way to obtainit, || 

| except by presenting the question in the form of | 


a resolution. 


was not heard by the reporter. 


| Sent to a committee, it must be reported back 
| again, that the Senate may be enabled to determ- 
ine whether they will strike out or not any part 


of it which might be objectionable to the com- | 
Suppose, for instance, the honorable | 
‘| gentleman from Maine thought proper to make a | 


| mittee. 


| report that the bill was objectionable, owing to a 
| particular feature, and therefore recommending 
| its indefinite postponement: would it not be com- 


| petent for any Senator to move an amendment, to | 


' excise the part of the bill objectionable to the 
| committee? Certainly. For this reason, he held 
that the bill, and properly and ratjonally so, was 
| the matter for consideration. The report of the 
committee was, that the bil! be indefinitely post- 
poned. If that question should first come up, and 


Cer- | 


Let the previous orders be post- | 
It was not || 


The PRESIDENT restated his decision, which | 


Mr. KING said he understood the Chair to |! 
decide that the bill was not under considera- || 
| tion. The rule was positive, that when a bill was | 


January 18, 


be decided affirmatively, it would preclude an 
eet to amend the bill. But if the bij 
should come up first, it might be so amended as 
to supersede the necessity of a motion for its jp. 
definite postponement. 

Mr. EVANS did not, after all, understand that 
if the Senate should vote to take up the resoly. 
tion, the bill would be the matter for discussion 
If the bill was the subject before the Senate, for 
discussion and decision, then how would the 
| resolution come up? What the committee de. 
sired was, that the Senate would express ap 
| opinion on the question of right to originate such 
/abillatall. ‘That question was to be decided op 


|| the resolution, and was preliminary to any othe; 


| question. 
The PRESIDENT remarked that the bill was 
| introduced on leave, and referred to the Finanee 
Committee. That that committee had reported 
it back with two resolutions; one setting forth the 
constitutional difficulty, and the other, for such 
reasons, resolving that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. He held that the preliminary resoly. 
tion was to be considered in the light of a repor, 
or recommendation of the committee; but, as the 
latter resolution was the consequence of the for. 
| mer, the whole question was open for discussion 


| || —not only the technical question, but the consti. 
| ing to reduce the rates of duties under the pres- 


tutional question; and ona motion for indefinite 
postponement, in all the legislative bodies of this 
| country, the natural understanding was, that the 
whole merits of the question proposed to be post. 
oned was open for debate. 
Mr. KING here made some remarks coinciding 


'| with the decision of the Chair, and cited the rules 


| of the Senate bearing on the question. The ques- 
tion for indefinite postponement, he said—which, 
by the rule, takes precedence —brings up the 


'| merits of the whole question. 


Mr. BERRIEN remarked that it struck him 
that, on this subject, the Senator from Alabama 
| is particularly correct as relates to bills in the or- 
| dinary sphere of jurisdiction of the Senate. They 
| must take the course he suggested; but by the 
| question presented of the power of the Senate to 
| entertain the bill at all, there was a question in- 
| volved preliminary to all consideration of the bill 
as to its merits. Can it be that we shall be first 
| called on to discuss the merits of a bill, while the 
question remains unsettled whether we have the 
constitutional power to entertain the bill at all? 
| That, he said, was the question presented by the 
| resolution of the committee. Are we not bound, 
| as in every other tribunal, first to say whether we 
have jurisdiction of a case, before we proceed to 
|| the discussion of it? 

The PRESIDENT was understood to say that 
was a question virtually decided by the question 
of leave to introduce the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN was understood to say that it 
was not possible, by any form of procedure, for 
the body to predetermine or supersede the ques- 
tion of constitutional! jurisdiction. 

The PRESIDENT was understood to reply, 
that upon that point he would like to hear sug- 
gestions from Senators. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that the committee 
were almost unanimous that the bill should be in- 
definitely postposed. They necessarily proceeded 
on the supposition that they of the committe could 
not take jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
bill. In regard to the suggestion of the chairman 
that the preliminary question of jurisdiction was 
decided on the question of leave, he would only 
| say that, when the question of right was then 
started, it was agreed that the bill should go to 
the Committee on Finance, which was to con- 
sider the question of jurisdiction, and either report 
for the indefinite postponement of the bill, or for 
its consideration. That was his opinion of the 
understanding of the Senate when the bill was 
introduced on leave. It passed through that stage 
without discussion, on the supposition that the 
committee would investigate and report on the 
|| question of jurisdiction. If it was not constitu 
|| tionally within the power of the Senate to orgin- 
‘ate such a bill, no form of procedure could pre- 

vent action on that preliminary question. — The 
Senate referred the bill to one of the committees, 
and a majority of that committee are of opinion 
that it is a bill to raise revenue; and on that sup- 
|| position cannot originate in the Senate. The re- 
| port of that committee was backed with a reso- 
‘| lation that, on that account, the bill should be 
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indefinitely mr Now what was the first || word ‘‘ revenue.’”? This argument, plausible 
question to considered? That of jurisdiction. || though it may be, is not substantial. The word || 


Are we . 
and the question whether it should be reduced, 
and leave the question of constitutional right un- 


decided? He maintained that that body should, | 


like all other tribunals, whether they be courts of 


law or equity, decide the question of right of ju- 


risdiction in the case before they enter into a dis- 
cussion of its merits, 

After a few further remarks by Messrs. KING 
and EVANS, the question was put on taking up 
the report of the committee, and carried in the 
afirmative—the understanding being thatthe mer- 
its of the bill could be discussed upon it. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill entitled “ A bill to revive the act 


ofthe 2d March, 1833, usually called the compromise act, 
and to modify the existing duties upon foreign imports in 


to go into the merits of the present tariff | 


THE CONGR 


conformity with its provisions,” is a bill for raising rev- | 


enue Within the meaning of the seventh section of the first 
article of the Constitution, and cannot therefore originate 
in the Senate: Theretore, 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. 


The following is the bill: 


Be it enacted hy the Senate aud House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of Americain Congress assembled, ‘That 
so much of the existing law imposing duties upon foreign 
imports as provides that duties ad valorem on certain com- 
modities shall be assessed upon an assumed minimum 
yalue, be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that said 
duties be hereafter assessed on the true value of such com- 
modities. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in all cases in 
which the existing duty upon any imported commodity ex- 
ceeds thirty per centum on the value thereof, such duty 
shall hereafter be reduced to thirty per centyad valorem. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 


the 3ist day of December next, all duties upon foreign im- | 


ports shall be reduced to twenty-five per centum; and, 
from and after the 3list of December, 1844, to twenty per 
centum ad valorem. 

Mr. EVANS would offer a few observations 
explanatory of the views taken by the committee 
in reporting the bill back, with the resolution then 
under consideration, The simple question for the 
Senate to determine on was distinctly stated in 
that resolution, It lay within very narrow limits; 
ad to it alone he would confine the brief observ- 
ations he felt called on to make. The committee 
gave to that question an undivided and impartial 
attention; but could find no precedent to assist in 
coming to any other conclusion than that re- 


ported. He did not say that similar bills had not | 


been introduced in the Senate; but he could not 
fnd that any one of them had ever been acted on. 
The very act of compromise referred to as an ar- 
gument for the passage of this bill was introduced 
in this branch, and its several points patiently 
discussed. It went through different stages; but, 
the last moment, the question of jurisdiction 
ving brought up, its fate was decided, and it did 
not become a law; it was laid on the table, and no 
further action had on it. The want of jurisdic- 
won in the Senate to emanate such a bill was the 
wle cause of its failure; for a bill substantially 
le same, originating in the louse of Represent- 
tives, was introduced to this body, and passed, 
vithout dissent. It was possible that one or two 


tills to wholly repeal, or do away with rates of | 


tuty in particular cases, might have originated 
with the Senate; but a bill such as the present, 
vhich went really to increase the revenue, by di- 
uinishing duties, could not, without a violation 
of the Constitution, emanate from the Senate. 
This question of jurisdiction the committee re- 
rarded as one of the greatest importance; and, in 
iaming their resolution, they took care to pre- 
ent it distinctly for the consideration of the Sen- 
tie, 

The whole question turned on the meaning of 
the words *‘ raising revenue,’’ and, to solve it, 
was necessary to know the real and distinct 
ueaning of those words. In the present case, 
wut one meaning could be received, inasmuch as 
the avowed object of the framer of this bill was, 


ty reduction of the duties of importation on for- 
“gn produce and manufacture, to increase the 


ttvenue by thus creating a greater demand, and 


‘onsequently a larger supply of articles subject to | 


wich duties. It might be argued, and no doubt | 


vould be by 
hat it is not a bill for raising revenue, but for 
remitting it; that the word ** raise’’ is equivalent 
‘0 * increase’? or ** augment;’’ and therefore this 
bill cannot be viewed as a bill to raise revenue, 
tasmuch as it does not go to increase, but to re- 
duce duties—*‘ duties’? being equivalent to the 


the gentlemen in favor of this bill, | 


as equivalent to ‘* duties,’’ but to much more. In 
| the present case, it must be received in a far more 
extensive sense. The revenue embraces all mon- 
eys received by Government through its various 
ordinary sources. And if admitted that the re- 
duction of duties sought for by this bill, will, by 


‘*revenue’’ must certainly be received, not only | 


enlarging our commerce and holding out a bonus | 
| to our merchants and ship-owners, to increase || 


their traffic, add tothat revenue, then the question 


to originate such a measure. 


is at once set to rest, and the Senate has no power | 


The argument of the honorable gentleman who | 


introduced this bill for reduction of duties is 
plainly an argument for augmentation of the rev- 
enue. It cannot be viewed, nor is it offered, in 
any other light; and if he would only transpose 
his words, and give his meaning plainly to the 
Senate, the caption of the bill would read, ‘* A 
bill to augment the revenue by the reduction of 
certain duties.’? Thus viewing the case, the com- 
mittee considered the originating of such measure 
in this branch of Congress as prohibited by the 
Constitution. If carried into execution, it pro- 
| vides at once for the collection of revenue, and the 
| paying of that revenue into the Treasury of the 

United States; and, no matter whether such pay- 
| ments be more or less than the payments made 


still such payments go to increase the revenue, 
and confirm the law under which such payments 
; are made as a law for ‘* raising revenue,’’ and 
nothing else. If it is contended that it is not a 
bill to raise revenue, and that it will not be so 
when made a law, then what other purpose does 
itanswer? To what purposes are our custom- 
houses to be applied, or what services are we to 
expect from our custom-house officers? They 
will go on to levy such duties as this bill proposes 
to allow, on all foreign importations, and will 
continue to pay over such duties to the Treasury 
of the United States; and surely it will not be 
argued that moneys so paid into the Treasury 
| will not form part and portion of the revenue. 
Under what law will those collections be made, 
| or those payments handed over? Why, under 
the law proposed by this bill, and so much of our 
previous laws as this bill does not repeal or render 
useless. The bill, he argued, was drawn up with 
great skill, to avoid any apparent conflict with 
the Constitution of the United States; but mere 
fine phraseology or guarded language must not 
lead the Senate to do that which they are prohib- 
ited from doing by that Constitution. The most 
trifling action of the Senate on this subject is of 
the greatest importance; and, therefore, it re- 
quires them to investigate the subject, not the 
| fine-drawn phraseology of the bill, which would 
seem to set forth that its object is only to remit 
duties imposed by other laws, and that it goes not 
to impose duties not existing under previous acts. 
The bill is very guardedly drawn where it says, 
‘*no more than thirty per cent. shall be imposed 
on any article of foreign produce or manufacture 
imported into this country;’’ but not sufficiently 
| SO to prevent its real object being seen. 

He did not think this difficulty was to be dis- 
| posed of by very nice and guarded language. 


what was the bill, in substance, but a bill repeal- 
ing all former acts imposing duties for revenue, 
and proposing new ones? Would there be any 
difference in that? Would gentlemen agree that 
| if this bill were in two sections, the first of which 

provided that all existing laws imposing duties 
| on imports, should be repealed; the second sec- 

tion providing that on all articles imported into 
| the United States a rate of duty of thirty per 
cent, ad valorem should be levied—would they say 
it was a bill raising duties on imports? 


not in form. - And was it not the substance and 
operation of a bill the Senate was to look to? He 
held it to be a bill which, with great respect to 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 


stitutionally originate in the Senate. 
bill imposing duties and raising revenue on all 
articles of importation. 


| A very considerable proportion, both in num- 


under any previous law that this bill would repeal, | 


The substance of the bill had to be looked to; and | 


In the | 
first place, it repealed all other laws, and then | 
made a new one. It was so in substance, though | 


McDorrie,] could not, in ita present state, con-_ 
It was a. 
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were subject to specific duties—duties on iron, so 
much a ton; on hemp, so much a ton; on duck, 
so much a yard; silk, by the pound; glass, by the 





| pound; salt, by the bushel; spirits, by the gallon; 


and soon. A great variety of these articles were 
articles of value, and were subject to specific rates 
of duty by weight, and not by value. The ar- 
gument of the honorable Senator [Mr. McDvur- 
Fre] would have been much stronger, if he had 
stated that the present duty on iron of fifteen per 
cent. should be reduced to five per cent. Such a 
course would show at once the true meaning of 
the bill, which went, by a reduction of duties, to 
promote an increase of the revenue. In short, if 


_ the proposed bill meant anything, it meant the 


ject to specific duties. 


collection of a new duty under a new form—a 
duty to be assessed by invoices and not by quan- 
tity. But how was it to be done? Not, certainly, 
by any existing law; but by a law which would 
impose a duty of thirty or twenty per cent., as 
this bili would do if it were executed. He did 
not think the bill could be exeeuted. The pro- 
visions provided that a rate of ad valorem duties 
should be assessed on all articles which are sub- 
It would not provide for 
any assessment, unless the honorable Senator 
would introduce a clause saying, that, from a 
certain date, iron should be subject to a duty of 
fifteen ortwenty dollars a ton, and hempas much, 
and spirits as much; and then the question would 
arise, in what way were those duties to be col- 
lected? There was no law to regulate the col- 
lection, no law prescribing the menner in which 
such duties should be collected. 

Inder this bill, the collector or comptroller of 
customs sends word to the officers under him to 
abandon all existing duties; and when he does 
80, how is he to execute the proposed law? Not 
under a revenue bill emanating from this body— 
a body which, by the Constitution, has no power 
to send forth or coneoct such a bill. He con- 
tended that the sixteenth section did not (though 
it might be argued to the contrary) reach this 
case, Itis said this law does not impose a cer- 
tain duty; but it says, ‘* where there is or shall be 
a certain duty, then not more,’’&c. Now, if this 
is allowed by the honorable Senator, he must ad- 
mit that it imposes in reality an ad valorem duty; 
and if the law ean only be exercised under this 
section, it gives a power to control ad valorem 
duties not heretofore recognized. ‘This bill goes 
for the remitting of duties, not merely beyond a 
certain amount, but for the imposition of new «ad 
valorem duties, under altogether a new form; and 
to assess those duties, invoices should be looked 


| at instead of seales and balances. 


Mr. E, here entered into « history of the origin 
of the clause of the Constitution prohibiting the 
Senate from aeting on such bills, unless brought 
up from the Elouse of Representatives. It was 
taken from a similar clause contained in the Brit- 
ish constitution, which gave to the House of Com- 
mons the sole power of originating and carzying 
through all measures bearing on the public reve- 
nue, and prohibiting the House of Lords from at 
all interfering therewith, the Commons being the 
only recognized representative body of the peo- 
ple. When this question was brought up in con- 
vention, it was at the instance of the smaller 
States. They considering that, if the Senate had 
the power of raising revenue by the imposing of 
taxes or otherwise, they would not have, in that 
body, an equality of representation, and that 
their interests would be merged in those of the 
larger States. This view they pressed on the 
convention; and, by perseverance, at last ob- 
tained the compromise which prohibited the Sen- 
ate from emanating any bi!l for the raising of 
revenue—leaving to that body on all such ques- 
tions still the power of amendment. It would be 
a dangerous precedent to transcend the powers 
granted to this body by the Constitution, by ori- 
ginating a bill to make a Jaw in direct violation 
of that Constitution. 

To enable Senators to judge how far his views 
were correct, he would refer to the Treasury- 
note bill of the extra session of 1837, which ori- 
ginated in and passed the Senate, but was, after 
a discussion in the House of Representatives, 
refused to be entertained on the simple ground 


| that its emanating from the Senate was a viola- 


tion of the Constitution. If such was the fate of 
that bill—which, strictly speaking, could not be 


| ber and value, of all the imports of this country, || termed a bill for raising revenue, its express pur- 





ee recreate 


- wards debated. As it 


jects of general interest to the people. 
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pore being for borrowing money, which should House. It is only the imposition of a new tax, | the gentlemen opposite. It does not at all touch 


be repaid—it furnished a strong argument in sup- | 


port of the resolution reported by the committee. 
On this determination of the House, Mr. Cam- 
breleng, then chairman of the Ways and Means, 
took up his own bill, which contaimed the same 
provisions, and which passed and became a law. 

Such a bill as that proposed could only origin- 
ate in the House, and, in this body, could only 
receive indefinite postponement. 

Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that he understood 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance [Mr. 
Evans] confined his argument to the constitutional 
right of the Senate to originate this bill, for the 
purpose of discussing that point as a preliminary 
question, leaving the merits of the bill to be after- 
jas probable other gentle- 
men were desirous of giving their views on that 
constitutional point, he would cheerfully yield the 
floor to them for that discussion 

Mr. WOODBURY was eure, if gentleman had 
taken into consideration the origin of the prinei- 
ple now under consideration, they would have 
seen that, however applicable it might have been 
to the condition of England and the form of its Gov- 
ernment, there could be no analogy drawn from 
that circumstance in relation to any necessity for 
giving it the same interpretation in this Govern- 
ment. It was well known that, in the conven- 


tion which settled the Constitution, this question | 


gave rise to long discussion and serious delibera- 
tion. It was taken peameny from a similar pro- 
vision in the British constutution, from which 
many of our existing laws were drawn. The 
British Commons at first had not the power to 
propose or originate taxes, or other sources of 
revenue; they were called on to assent to taxes, 
not to propose; but, after the Revolution, they, 
on the principle that they were the only repre- 
sentatives of the people, claimed and obtained 
the right, not only of proposing, but carrying out, 
without other interference, all measures bearing 
on the expenditure of their constituents—the peo- 
ple. The Constitution of England stood com- 
vosed of Kings, Lords, and Commons—the latter 
lee alone representative of the people. The 


Lorés could in no way be viewed asa represent- 
ative body; they formed a distinct tribunal; and 
it was in the spirit that the people should not be 
burdened, except by their chosen representatives, 
that the other branches of the English Constitu- 
tion were prohibited from not only proposing, | 
but entertaining, any question appertaining to the 


oe revenue, But that argument would not 
vold good here. The Senate was, he maintained, 
a representative body—fully as much so as the 


House of Representatives; the only difference | 


was, the latterrepresented the people; the former 
the sovereign States of the Union. 


In convention, it was argued, as a reason for 


withholding from this body the power of origin- 
ating revenue questions, that here the great States 
had the most power, and that the interests of the 
smaller States would not be fairly represented; 
and to strengthen themselves, reports were indus- 
triously circulated that the Senate intended to 
constitute itself a permanent body, and to reside 
at the seat of Government, where its members 
would possess all the influence necessary to for- 


ward their own plans, without humbling them- || 


selves by visiting or attending to the wants or 
wishes of constituents; but, notwithstanding all 
these strong arguments against it, the convention 
gave to the Senate the main power, in giving to 
them, on all such matters emanating elsewhere, 
the power of amendment. He asked, did it ever 
enter into the heart of man to suppose that ques- 
tions of the nature now under consideration could 
not emanate here without being prejudicial to the 
interests of the country? Could the Senate do 
nothing? Could they not introduce bills to pre- 
vent frauds on the public revenues, to bestow, 
sell, or distribute public lands, being one branch 
of these revenues? 

Half the bills in relation to the public lands 
had originated in the Senate. The Senate, being 
the representation of the States, had as much 
right to originate legislation on subjects of para- 
mount interest to the States, as the other branch 
(the House) had to originate legislation on sub- 
The only 
limitation with regard to the Senate was in regard 
to bills for imposing taxation far revenue; and 


or duty, or the increasing of duties already exist- 
ing, that the Senate is prohibited from originat- 
ing. But, can it be argued from this, that a mod- 


| ifieation of existing laws, which does not either 
| impose new duties, or augment those already es- 
| tablished, can be involved in this question of pro- 


hibition? 
In relation to the post office, did it not raise its 


| income by taxation on the community? and yet 
did any one doubt that the Senate could originate 
| bills to regulate or reduce the rates of postage, or 


think it would be an infringement on the rights 
of the other House? Was the chairman of the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— | 


now so anxiously engaged in framing a bill on 


| the subject of postage and the internal economy 


of the Department—to be met with this objection 


| when he introduced his bill? and yet was it an 


| analogous case. 
Post Office does not raise revenue. 








| postage. 


Gentlemen might say that the 
But postage 
yas, in point of fact, as much a tax on the peo- 


| ple, as far as it went, as any other tax to which 
| they were subject. 


It had always been consid- 
ered such. It was no matter whether the ex- 
pense of the establishment consumed the income 
or not; still it was a tax. It is a mode of rais- 
ing revenue, But if the principle on which the 
introduction of this bill was resisted should be- 
come a precedent, the Senate cannot, against that 
precedent, originate a bill to change the rates of 
Neither a bill to regulate postage or 
to mitigate the present rates of postage, can, ac- 


| cording to that principle, originate in the Senate. 


Mr. W. referred toa passage in the act of 1836, 


which declares that post office income is a rev- 
| enue; and by which the receipts were to be paid 
| into the Treasury as revenue, and drawn from it 
| as revenue, 
| revenue from the Post Office, because the expend- 


Gentlemen said there could be no 


iture left none; but would they take any ten years 
back in succession to 1790, and say that no rev- 
enue had been derived from the Post Office above 


| itsexpenses? Heapprehended they would not say 
| this. 


| in which payments had been made into the Treas- 


Mr. W. then referred to several instances 


ury from the Post Office, commencing in 1794. 


In all countries in which the post office system 
| was properly carried on, it was looked to as a 


source of revenue. In England, the proceeds 
had been $11,000,000, and was now reduced to 
$7,000,000. In France, it is $5,000,000. 


The objections now urged against the origina-— 


tion of this bill in the Senate would equally apply 
to the introduction of Treasury-note bills; yet 


such bills had originated in the Senate frequently. 


He instanced that in 1837, and others. 

Gentlemen should consider that they were the 
representatives of sovereign States, and that 
they ought to hesitate before they deprived those 
States of any of their rights or privileges of be- 
ing heard; and that if they reject this biil because 
it affects revenue, they establish a precedent for 
rejecting every bili affecting the public lands, rates 
of postage, loans, and raising money by T'reas- 
ury notes. The same precedent would be appli- 
cable to originating bills on any one of these sub- 
jects in the Senate. 

The compromise bill of 1832-33 originated in 
the Senate, a question being raised as to the right 
of originating it. The bill went through all its 
stages to its final passage, without any objection 
of that kind succeeding; and it was only as a 
matter of convenience, to facilitate business, that 
it was laid on the table, and the House bill taken 


| up (which was exactly the same) and passed, 


On looking to the general laws, it would be 
found that many bills affecting revenue had ori- 
ginated in the Senate, He gave, as an instance, 


the law of 1830 repealing tonnage duty on ship- | 


ping. Did not that bill affect revenue? It was 
no matter whether it was a repeal or reduction of 
duty. In 1833 another bill originated in the Sen- 
ate suspending certain duties. He also referred 
to the acts of 1832 and 1834. He had only looked 
over two volumes of the general laws out of eight; 
and no doubt in the remaining six he could find 


revenue had originated in the Senate. 
He apprehended that, from these analogies and 


| that principle, because it is not a bill to ine 


: : rease 
the burden of taxation. The States do not inter. 


| fere to increase the burdens of the people, which 
that clause of the Constitution was intended to 


guard against on their part; and therefore it docs 
not come within the object, intent, or Meaning of 
the prohibition. On the contrary, it is a bil! t, 


reduce taxation—to diminish the burdens of the 
| people—and, so far, goes with the object which 
| the framers of the Constitution had in view, |, 


is, besides, sustained rather than impaired by aij 


| the precedents existing on the subject of origings. 


ing in the Senate bills affecting revenue on jm. 
ports, lands, and postages—bills frequently origin. 
ating in that body, ever since the foundatinn of 
the Government. 

If the Senate departed from these precedents, 
it would, in doing so, strip itself of its own pow. 
er, and, by the action of representatives of sover. 
eign States, deprive those States of one of their 
most important privileges. On these grounds he 
was opposed to the resolution, and should yot, 
against it. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, that being one of 
the committee which reported this resolution, he 
felt called upon to state—and he should do it very 
briefly—the reasons which had induced him to 
concur with the majority in the decision that the 
bill of the Senator from South Carolina could not 
originate in the Senate. 

He was very glad that this was a question 


| which could be discussed without being preju- 


diced by party opinions. It was simply a ques- 
tion of constitutional law. It was to be decided 
by a reference to the very same instrument which 
enabled the Senate to sit in that chamber asa 
legislative body, and to exercise its legislative 
functions. 

The arguments of his honorable friend from 


| Maine, [Mr. Evans,] were so clear, lucid, and 


full, that they superseded the necessity of any 


| elaborate remarks from any quarter in support of 


the resolution reported from the Finance Com- 
mittee. Indeed, if it were not for the importance 
of the question, he should not have attempted to 
trespass on the ume of the Senate by anything he 
could hope to say in addition to the remarks of 
his honorable friend. 

He thought the question now before the Senate 
(the merits of the bill not being under discussion) 
had been happily compressed into very narrow 
limits. It was simply whether the bill introduced 


| by the Senator from South Carolina was or was 


not a revenue bill, within the meaning of the 
clause in the Constitution which says all bills to 
raise revenue shall originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The clause in the Constitution 
which contains this express limitation, is the 
seventh section of the first article. It says that 
all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives; but the Senate may 
propose or concur in amendments, as in other 
bills coming from the House. Now, every part 
of this limitation was to be considered in refer- 
ence to its construction. ‘* All bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Represent- 
atives.’’ In its own construction and practical 
effect, it was to be considered whether this wasa 
bill virtually to raise revenue, no matter what 
form or shape it assumed. ; 
Mr. H. proceeded at great length to argue this 
point. In the course of his remarks, (which were 
quite elaborate,) he urged that, although the bill 
proposed to reduce duties, it was not the less 4 
revenue bill, There was, he contended, an im- 
portant distinction between the terms revenue and 
duties. Revenue meant income; duties, the rate 
of taxation. In like manner, there was an im 
portant distinction between the general meaning 
of the words to raise revenue, and the particular 
meaning of the word raise as applied to the in- 


‘crease of anything. To raise revenue signified to 
provide an income; now, generally applied, to an 


income for Government. 
On these definitions (here exceedingly com- 


pressed) Mr. H. proceeded to argue that, no mat- 
numerous instances in which bills affecting the || 


precedents, the bill introduced by the Senator || 


trom South Carolina ought to be entertained on 
the ground that it did not come in condict with 


then, the origin of such bills must be jp the other || the clause in the Constitution so often qhoted by 


| 


ter how much this bill might reduce duties, It 


| would still be a bill to raise revenue, in the liter 


meaning of the clause of the Constitution; that, 
being such, the Senate was inhibited by the Con- 
stitution from originating it; that, if any doubt 
existed on that point, the matier was set at rest 
by the fact that, if the bill became a law as it now 
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stood, the first clause would repeal all existing American Colonization Society this evening, for the pur- || 











upon this subject on Saturday las 


; ; — . oug P 
Il touek »yenue laws; and the only revenue law that would || P°s° Rating On edhenmned Meeting of sald conisty, | were cut off by the expiration of a oe 
Crease be in force would be this very bill, by which and i Mr. BLACK objected to the reception of the || hour, explaine his views so fully that it would 
ot inter. through which alone duties could be received, ac- | resolution. 5 be unnecessary for him to detain the House longer 
» Which ording to the limitations therein laid down; that || _ Mr. IRVIN asked leave to make an explana- || than a very few moments. He had endeavored 
nded to this new law would altogether change whatever || lon. Chere was a meeting of the Colonization || to show the House that the 2ist rule, which his 
> it doeg might be supposed to remain of the present exist- || Society held in the Hall last Tuesday evening; | colleagne professed to instruct the committee to 
ANIng of ing laws for raising revenue, by making articles | and, not having finished the business before them, || report back to the House, did not infringe the 
+ bill to now paying specific duties pay ad valorem duties, they adjourned over to meet this evening. Upon | rightof petition. He would not detain the House 
8 of the and by making articles now free of duty pay du- | application, however, to the Speaker, they were || by recapitulating the arguments he had used, but 
t which ties; and that, having all these powers, it would | informed that it would be necessary to get the || he desired to present one other view of the sub- 
ew. It be, to all intents and purposes, a bill to raise rev- || consent of the House before the use of the Hall || ject for the consideration more particularly of the 
d by all enue of the very character which the Constitu- || could be granted them. There certainly could be ||‘gentlemen who had heretofore acted with the 
riginat. tion inhibited the Senate from originating. no objections to allowing the society to finish the || South, and given their votes for the rejection ofa 
on im- He contended that the precedents cited by the | business before them. certain class of petitions. He would ask gentle- 
y Origin. Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsury] || Objections still being made by several, |, men what was to be obtained by rejecting the 2Ist 
ation of were not in point; that the income of the General || | Mr. IRVIN moved a suspension of the rules, || rule, and adopting a rule such as was suggested 
Post Office was not a tax, and had never been con- || to allow him to offer the resolution. | by some of those gentlemen who had preceded 
edents, sidered as such, because the purpose with which | Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays; |) him in the debate? What was it that they pro- 
vn pow. that Department had been instituted was not to | but they were not ordered. posed? Thatthis House should receive petitions, 
f sover. provide revenue, but to facilitate intercommuni- || Mr. STEPHENS inquired if it had not been and lay them upon the table without argument, 
of their cation, commerce, and civilization. || usual to grant the use of the Hall to the Coloni- || without reference to a committee, without a re- 
unds he Mr. H. also touched upon the question of the || Zation Societ ees ‘ port, or any consideration of the subject of such 
ald vote right to originate bills in the Senate for the dis- || ‘The SPEAKER thought that it had been fre- | petition. What were the difficulties which would 
nosal of the public lands. This, he contended, || quently granted. | be presented to gentlemen upon their return to 
s One of was not analogous to the origination of bills to || Mr. STEPHENS observed, that he would then || their constituents? They would be told, it is 
tion, he raise revenue. || 0 for a suspension of the rules. true, you have received our petitions, but you 
O it very In conclusion, Mr. H. hoped that, by keeping || Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, then asked fortell- have not acted upon them; you give us the shad- 
| him to these distinctions in view, the Senate would see the || ers on the call for yeas and nays. ow of justice, but you withhold the substance; 
that the propriety of adopting the resolution reported by The SPEAKER said the yeas and nays had | you will not listen to our grievances; you shut 
ould not the Committee on Finance. already been refused. your ears to our complaints, He asked gentle- 
Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not the least ‘The question was then taken by tellers, on the || men what would be their reply to these allega- 
question intention of discussing this question; but he de- || Suspension of the rules, and resulted—ayes 76, | tions? ; 
5 preju- sired to form a correct opinion on the subject, and || noes 9. || It was with reluctance that he adverted to this 
A Ques- to express it by his vote. In the course of the No uorum voting. view of the subject, for he was unwilling to sup- 
decided debate, one objection had occurred to him against Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays on | ply the Abolitionists with an argument; but he 
it which entertaining jurisdiction of this bill by the Senate, the question. || was compelled to do so in order that the House 
ber asa which, perhaps, his friend from South Carolina ||} The ora and nays were ordered. || might arrive at a proper understanding of the 
gislative (Mr. McDurrie] could remove to-morrow morn- || Mr. BLACK moved a call of the House. || merits of the question. What would be the ef- 
ing; for he took it for granted that, at the present || The question being taken, resulted—ayes 14, | fect of such a course of proceeding as gentlemen 
nd from iste hour, he would not desire to proceed with his || noes 88. s |, seemed desirous of pursuing in relation to the re- 
cid, and remarks. No quorum voting. || ception of petitions? After having satisfied their 
of any The question which he would propound was, || Mr. BLACK expressed the hope that the reso- || consciences, by receiving the petitions and laying 
ipport of ean you originate any bill in this body which you || lution would go over, or that it wou!d not be |) them on the table, they would be asked to go one 
ce Com- cannot amend according to yourilegislative discre- || pressed on the House at this time. || step further, and hear them read. And the same 
portance tion? ‘The Senator’s bill proposed eventually to || Mr. PETTIT moved that the House adjourn. || course of reasoning would apply then: you re- 
mpted to reduce all existing duties above twenty per cent. || Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays | ceive our petitions and hear them read, and yet 
thing he tothat standard. Now, there were many articles, || on the question, | you refuse all action upon them, Next they 
narks of wider existing laws, which pay a rate of duty of |} The yeas and nays were ordered; and being || would be called upon to refer them to a commit- 
welve anda half percent. Suppose this bill were || taken, resulted—yea 1, nays 158. |, tee, and, unless they went still further, the clamor 
e Senate now under discussion before the Senate: could || So the House refused to adjourn. ‘| would be continued; and, with every inch of 
cussion) he move an amendment to raise the duty on one || The question was then put on the suspension || ground yielded, additional weight was givem 
narrow of these articles from twelve and a half to twenty || of the rules. '| The ground occupied by the advocates of the 
troduced percent.? Certainly not; because this would be The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas || right of petition was, that the same course must 
8S or was an admitted violation of the Constitution, as it || 129, nays 47. | be taken in regard to these petitions as in refer- 
z of the would raise the rate of duty. If this bill could, So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the || ence to all others. ‘The only course for the House 
| bills to then, originate in the Senate, we have no juris- || rules were suspended. ++ to pursue, then, would be either to reject them or 
> of Rep- diction over it so as to raise the rate of duties. It || The House then agreed to the resolution of the | else to permit them to take the same course as 
stituuon would be one-sided, altogether; and we should || gentleman from Pennsylvania. | all others—put them in the regular channel of 
» is the thus be limited to a partial action upon the sub- PETITION |, business, and finally act upon the question em- 
jays that ject. Our hands would be tied. We might then : || braced in them. There was no neutral ground; 
i . . . i} ¢ . ? ; 
te in the reduce, but could not increase any duty. He Mr. THOMASSON desired permission to offer || there was no half-way house which could be 
ate may should, therefore, be glad if the Senator from || ® petition on an important subject; and he desired | long occupied with either credit or safety to the 
in other South Carolina would furnish an answer to this || that a newspaper article in relation thereto might | public interests. ‘That was the view which they 
rery part objection. be read for the information of the House. || of the South took of the matter. They desired 
in refer- Mr. McDUFFIE observed that it was his desire Objections were made. ‘ || to meet the question at the very threshold. Their 
r raising to discuss not only the question of initiation, but | Mr. THOMASSON moved a suspension of | doors must be closed against them altogether; 
2 present- the still greater question of the merits of the meas- the rules, to enable him to present the papers, || they must not be received by the Semin. Wie 
practical we itself. It would be impossible for him to go || the purport of which was not understood. | argument, he was aware, would possess no weight 
11s was & on this evening, and conclude his remarks. He The motion to suspend was negatived. || nor merit with those who take the other extreme; 
ter what suggested, therefore, that the Senate should either Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day. ,| but he asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania— 
ngue this oes emcager rae Ae rece os POST OFFICE STATISTICS. ve — eee ete the a a ae 
: an vir. IND, . - || did—those who ha ieretoiore vulea with the 
Nich wl journed. ae ooo eure the Uae an |, South, if they were now prepared to go to the 
A the 1 je wh tk a € motion to reconsider ae, pe y || opposite extreme? Were they prepared, (said 
pone HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ive ae eee eee ere nome || Mr. C.,) in order to relieve themselves from the 
» does Tuvrspay, January 18, 1844. of drop and ao letters, and ae of postage || effects of the false issue which had been made 
rj : adiiailaD iol ; |, upon the right of petition, to say that these peti- 
, the rate The Journal having been read, received for a specified period, &c. Hl i tb ininhe hed-mnieiwed: bat-tieeh dee 
is an im- On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the memorial Mr. HOPKINS opposed the resolution on the || a oe soit oo , eee oe finall : oo 
meaning of Captain Henry M. Shreve, asking Congress to || ground that the information called for was sup- || ee ~ re S re ~ — e ane — vee 
yarticular make an appropriation, by the passage of law, to || plied in a Senate document. i ee ac “ of the woe ace vc oF the 
o the in- purchase, for the use of the Government, the After afew words from Messrs. PATTERSON || Sane Say wangae meee ee ee é 
: : : } House? He would answer for the gentleman: 
rnified © MH patent-right of said Shreve for snag-boats and for || and HOPKINS, the motion to reconsider was || ; ; 
| they were not prepared to go that length. He 
ed, toan MM other purposes, was withdrawn from the files of || agreed to. \ led. th th itleme nd asked 
the Clerk’s office, and referred to the Committee Mr. PATTERSON then offered an amend- } sha te , then, to the ger - a = = e 
sly com- # of Claims. ment; and, at the request of Mr. HOPKINS, || tem to reconsider the ground they had taken, 
ty ’ ’ q : : » || and to return to their original position for the 
, no mat- On motion of Mr. ELMER, certain papers || the subject was laid over for consideration to- | ootek uaheual ¢ the petitions }, f theset 
duties, 5 a taken from the files of the House, and re- || morrow. | thlabi they would be: compelled Se 
sor erred to the “onion on the Judiciary. REPORT ON THE RULES. || reject the petitions or else to take full action upon 
- we COLONIZATION SOCIETY. The House then proceeded to the orders of the || them. The debate upon this subject had extend- 
ny doubt fy Mr. IRVIN asked leave to submit the follow- | day, the first subject in order being the report of || ed to the question of slavery within the District 
et at rest @ (5 Tesolution; which was read for information: || the committee on rules. f 1 of Columbia. This was a subject which, he 
as itnow Resolved, That the use of this Hall be granted to the || Mr. COBB said the remarks which he had made || thought, should not be touched: upon by the 
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South. lt was not debatable ground. But the | tition; and that that consideration should be com- | the most distinguished standin 


peculiar interests of the South required him to || mensurate with the importance of the subject. 


say to his northern brethren that they of the || 


South did not presume to overleap the commend- 
able example of their forefathers. In their desire 
to do justice to others, they could not forget what 
was due to themselves, It was with these views 
and these feelings that he advocated the retention 
of the 21st rule. 

Mr. HUDSON said he rejoiced that the time 
had at length arrived when this subject, which 


had excited so much feeling, in the House and | 


out of the House, was now fairly before them for 
deliberation and discussion; and he rejoiced that 
gentlemen who had addressed the House upon 


the subject had been disposed to exercise that | 


candor and fairness which should ever character- 
ize debate in that House; and in the remarks 


which he proposed to offer on this subject, he | 


would endeavor to advance nothing calculated in 
any degree to excite feelings different from those 
which had been manifested in the debate thus far. 

He was opposed to the recommitment of the 
report, (which he believed was the question now 
before the Elouse,) with instructions, because he 
wes opposed to the 2Istrule; and he was opposed 
to thet rule because he believed it practically, to 
all intents and purposes, violates a fundamental 
principle of the Constitution of the country. Gen- 
tlemen who had addressed the House upor this 
subject spoke of the right of petition as a right 
granted by the Constitution; but, in his view, 
they were all totally correct in that position, It 
was aright which existed previous to the form- 
ation of the Constitution of this Government. It 
was a right incident to all free governments, and 
to all free institutions. It was a right not created 
or granted by the Constitution, but recognized 
in that instgument as a right which the people 
already possessed; and it wasexpressly provided 
that the right should never be infringed 

He did not intend to go into any nice meta- 
yhysical abstractions upon the right of petition. 
ie had been asked what was meant by the right 
of petition?’ Lis answer, in brief, was this: they 
meant precisely what the gentleman who asked 
the question meant by it. They meant by the 
right of petition, with reference to the subject of 
slavery within the District, precisely what the 
gentlemen meant by the right of petition in refer- 
erence to any other subject, What was the com- 
mon-sense view of the House and of the country 
on the subject of petition? It consisted in assem- 
bling together, if necessary, and drawing up a 
paper setting forth grievances; sending that paper 
to the House, and having it considered. Take 
the case of a petition praying for a pension: it is 
brought in, referred to a committee, and the com- 
mittee makes the necessary examination into the 
nature and merits ofthe claim. He agreed with 
the gentleman who had just resumed his seat; the 
gentleman was right when he said the friends of 
the rmght of petition in this case asked that the 
House should do precisely what they were ac- 
customed to do in other cases of petitions. 

Gentlemen spoke of the right of petition in con- 
nection with the freedom of debate; but if the 
construction given to the right of petition bea 
mere presenting of the petition, accompanied by 
a brief statement of its contents, and this rule 
were applied to debate, would gentlemen be sat- 


isfied with it? He thought net. Suppose a gentle- | 


man should rise and say he wished to express his 
views in favor of preserving the 2ist rule: would 
it be considered in consonance with the freedom 
of debate if he were only permitted to state the 
simple fact that he was in favor of the rule? 
Would gentlemen be willing to acquiesce in such 
an abridgment of the freedom of debate? Nothing 
could be more absurd than such a supposition. 
To suppose that one branch of this Government 
could dothat bya rule, which the whole Govern- 
ment could not do by a law, was, to his mind, 
perfectly absurd. They might as well say that 
that House could, of itself, do other things which 
were prohibited to the Government by the Con- 
stitution—such as granting titles of nobility. He 
went somewhat further than some gentlemen who 
had spoken in opposition to the rule. He did not 


Bearpscery,] that the right of petition, as secured 
by law, was fulfilled by simply receiving and lay- 
ing the petition on the table. He believed there 
should be a consideration of the prayer of the pe- 


/very lately, denied. 
' back at the public documents, that gentlemen of 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said he by no means in- | 
tended to be understood that it was a full enjoy- | 


ment of the rightof petition thatthe petition should 


simply be received. But when a petition was pre- | 
sented upon a subject respecting which they had | 
made up their minds, and were prepared to refuse | 
the prayer, receiving the petition and laying it | 


upon the table was all that could be required. 


‘There were thousands of cases in judicial pro- 
ceedings where questions are raised and judgment | 

| 18 given instanter. 
He was glad to hear the explanation of the gen- | 


tleman from NewYork. Now, it was known that 
many of the petitions excluded by the 2lst rule 


had been of a grave and profound character; and | 


some of them contained able and eloquent legal 
arguments,in whichthe whole subject was spread 
out in detail; and he apprehended that some of 
the questions involved in them were of that na- 
ture that they could not be decided without great 
deliberation. If, therefore, petitions of that char- 
acter were presented, he contended that neither 
the House, nor any man in it, had a right to 
make up a judgment without deliberation. But 
gentlemen said that many of these petitions were 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and that Congress had no power to grant 
their prayers, or to legislate at all on the subject. 
Now, he wished to submit a few remarks on that 
subject. 

In the first place, he would observe that the 
Constitution gave to Congress the power of ex- 
clusive legislation over the District of Columbia, 
and that power extended to all cases whatsoever. 
But gentlemen asked if there were no limitations 
to this power. He would admit that there were 
limitations, which were to be found in the Con- 
stitution itself; and one of those limitations was, 
that Congress should not impair the right of pe- 
tition. ‘There were also other limitations—such 
as that Congress shall make no law on the sub- 


ject of religion, nor grant titles of nobility, &c. 


All these limitations in the Constitution would 
apply as much to this District as to any other 
parts of the Union; so that the exclusive jaris- 
diction in regard to this District, meant that Con- 
gress should possess all legislative power in it, 
and do in it what it could do anywhere else. 
This was the only limitation which could apply 
to this question. Some gentlemen contended that 
there were other limitations contained in the 
deeds of cession from Maryland and Virginia; 
hut he denied that there were any, and contended 
that if there were any limitations in these deeds, 
Congress would not have had the right to accept 
the territory, or any other, on any terms but 
those prescribed in the Constitution. But was 
the abolition of slavery or of the slave trade in 
this District, a proper subject of legislation for 
Congress? He believed that it was. Congress 
possessing all the legislative power over the Dis- 
trict, the subject of slavery came within that 
power. If they looked to the legislation of all 
the nations of the earth, and indeed of all the 
States of this Union, they would find that there 
was not one of them that had not made slavery 
a subject of legislation. Many of the States had, 
by their legislative action, abolished slavery 
within their limits, and all the rest had legislated 
on it in some way or other, thus acknowledging 
itto be a fit subject for the legislation of Con- 
gress, Why, in the State of Virginia, it was but 
a few years ago thatan amendment was proposed 


| by its Legislature to the Constitution of the 


United States, by which Congress was to be pro- 


Columbia, without the express consent of the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, and such reg- 
ulations as they might prescribe. Here was an 
admission that Congress possessed this power; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


g in all parts of th, 
| Union had admitted it; and in the debates on the 
adoption of the Constitution, it was conceded by 
all that that instrument gave Congress the pow,, 
/to abolish slavery in the District of Columbig 
In fact, objections were made to the Constitutio, 
| on the ground that it gave that power; but it was 
argued, on the other hand, and by Mr. Madisoy, 
particularly, that it was a necessary power, anq 
| ought to be granted. In the Federalist, also, M; 
Madison maintained that Congres not only haj 
the power, but that it ought to have it. is he 
| did not wish to be misunderstood, he would take 
occasion to say that, while he contended for th. 
unlimited power of Congress over the subject jy 
| this District, he admitted that it could not be ey. 
ercised in the States. 

Mr. BELSER here asked leave to make an ey. 

| planation. He understood the gentleman to say 
that the constitution of Alabama prohibited th 

Legislature from passing a law for the abolish. 
ment of slavery; and he begged leave to inform 
him that there was no such provision in the cop. 
stitution of that State. 

' Mr. HUDSON said that he was happy to hear 
it. He had been informed that the constitutions 
of several of the States contained such a provis. 
ion, and he had been under the impression that 
Alabama was among them. He might quote the 
names of the most distinguished statesmen of the 
country, who recognized the possession of this 
power by Congress; and he would add, that the 
ordinance of 1787, in excluding slavery from the 

| Northwestern Territory, expressly admitted it, 

| Mr. H. then went on to contend that it was not 
necessary for Congress to wait for petitions from 
citizens of the District before legislating on the 
subject; and that, if there was a nuisance exist- 
ing in it, which, in the opinion of Congress, ought 
to be abated, it was their duty to act at once, 
without censulting the wishes of the inhabitants, 
He instanced several cases in which Congress had 
legislated in regard to the District of Columbia, 

without waiting for any expression of the opin- 
ions or wishes of the people; and, among the 
rest referred to the law for suppressing the sale 

| of lottery tickets. 

Leading statesmen of the Commonwealth of 
Virginia—Patrick Henry among the number— 
were opposed to the terms of the cession, because 
it gave that power to Congress; and others ap- 
proved it for that very reason. The statement, 
therefore, came with an ill grace from gentlemen, 
that Maryland and Virginia would not have made 
this cession if they could have supposed that, 
Congress thereby would possess the power to 
abolish slavery in this District. What did itall 
amount to? Why, if he sold a farm, the pur- 
chaser could convert it to such purpose as he 
pleased; and so Congress, by the terms of the 
cession, had exelusive jurisdiction over the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. There was no limitation, nor 
any reservation of concurrent jurisdiction. 

The morning hour expired, and the gentleman 
was cut short in his remarks. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House various 


executive communications, as follows: 

A communication from the President of the 
United States, in reply toa resolution of the House 
| of the 10th instant, calling for correspondence in 
| relation to the title, boundary, and _ settlement of 
| the Oregon Territory, in which the President said 
| that all such correspondence had from time to time 


|| been laid before Congress, except some recent 


j 


} g || correspondence with our Minister near the Court 
hibited from abolishing slavery in the District of || of St. James, which it was not deemed expedient 


|| to lay before Congress on the eve of the arrival of 
|| a Minister from England with whom negotiations 
‘| would be opened at an early period. 

‘| A communication from the Treasury Depart- 


for if it did not, where was the necessity of |! ment, with copies of statements rendered to that 


making an amendment to the Constitution pro- 
hibiting the exercise of it? [It was also an ad- 


| Department by the banks of the District of Co- 
‘lumbia, showing the state of their affairs. 


mission that slavery was properly a subject of i| A communication from the War Department, 


legislation by Congress. e believed that Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, and some other of the States, 


_ had provisions in their constitutions prohibiting 
believe with his friend from New York, [Mr. | 


their Legislatures from abolishing slavery, there- 


|| in compliance with an existing law, giving a state- 
|| ment of the Second Auditor, of the expenditures 
|| for the year 1843, for the Military Academy. 

‘| A communication from the War Department, 


by admitting that slavery was a proper subject of || in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 


legislation. This position had not been, until 


He found, upon looking 


| sentatives of the 10th instant, transmitting a copy 
} of the report of Captain Hughes, accompanied by 
| a survey of the river Hudson. 
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“Mr. BARNARD wiped the printing of three 


thousand copies extra. ; 

The motion wes objected to, and it was reserved 
for future consideration. 

A communication from the War Department, 
in reply toa resolution of the House of the 27th 
ultimo, requiring the Secretary of War to furnish 


to the House the names of persons entitled to | 


bounty lands who had not obtained their war- |, 
rants, and the names of those who had obtained 


their warrants, but had neglected to take out their 


patents. : : 3 
A communication from the Navy 


Department, || party with great severity—that he had character- 


transmitting the annual report of the Commis- 1] 


sioner of Pensions. 


A communication from the Clerk of the House || 


of Representatives in reply to two resolutions of | 
the House of Representatives of the 3d and 10th | 
instant, in relation to the printing of the Twenty- | 


Seventh Congress, and of the sixth census. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in | 


compliance with a resolution of the House of the 


J0th instant, transmitting a statement of the || 


amount of expenditures which has been settled, 
on the certificate of the President only, since the 
4th of March, 1829. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


ting, in compliance with the fifth section of an | 


act of March 3, 1809, a statement exhibiting the 
expenditures made during the year 1843 for the 
contingent expenses of the military establishment. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
compliance with the resolution of 29th of May, 
1830, transmitting statements of appropfiations 
for pensions which have been made and rejected 
during the last year. 


All these communications were ordered to be | 


Jaid on the table and to be printed. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. SIMONS, it was 


Resolved, That the committee appointed to inquire into 
the engraving and lithographing for the Twenty-Sixth and 


Twenty-Seventh Congresses be authorized to send for per- | 


sons, and to sit during the sittings of this House. 


On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quested to communicate to this House a statement of all | 


cases in which agents or persons have been employed, since 


the 4th of March, 1837, without express authority of law, | 


in cases in which the compensation was not fixed by law ; 


showing the names of all such persons, the date of their | 
appointment or employment, the services pertormed, the | 


amount paid, and out of what fund the same was paid. 
Resolved, That the President of the Uniied States be re- 


have been allowed since the 4th of March, 1837, which had 
been rejected or disallowed under any previous Adminis- 
tration, with the amounts so allowed. 


On motion of Mr. HUGHES, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- | 
ed to inform this House of the quantity of land located by | 
the State of Missouri, under an act entitled ** An act toap- | 


propriate the proceeds of the sales of public lands, and to 
grant preémption rights,”’ approved September 4, 1841; and, 


also, whether the register at Plattsburg, Missouri, refused | 


to recognize locations of lands made by the commissioners 
on the part of the State, previous to the sales on the 13th of 
October and November last ; and whether this refusal was 
based upon instructions from the General land Office; and, 
also, whether the commissioner aforesaid located any lands 
after the sales aforesaid, the quantity, &c.; and, also, 
whether such locations have been recognized as valid by 
the Department; and, also, that he communicate to this 
House all the correspondence relative to this subject be- 
tween the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
the register at Plattsburg. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- | 


municate to this House the report of Major Bache, of the 


corps of topographical engineers, on the Delaware break- | 


water. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. GILMER asked permission to report a bill | 
to provide for the public printing, and to separate | 
it from the political press; but leave was not | 


granted. 
STEAMBOAT NAVIGATION. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, agreeably to notice heretofore 
given, on leave, introduced a bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘*An act to provide for better security of 
the lives of passengers on board of vessels pro- 
— in whole or in part by steam,’’ approved 

uly 9, 1838; which was read twice, and, on his 
motion, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 





| 
| 
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chair,) and resumed tlre consideration of the res- 
olution directing the reference of so much of the 
President’s message as relates to the western 
waters. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, was enti- 
tled to the floor; and he commenced his remarks 
by some allusion to observations made, at an ear- 


lier period of this debate, by the gentleman from | 


Missouri, [Mr. Jameson, ] in relation to the Whig 
party. 
tleman from Missouri had spoken of the Whig 


ized it as ** the Coon party,’’ and as a party with- 
out any principles for the public eye—and as, in- 
deed, the fag-end of all parties. 


He was understood to say that the gen- | 


Mr. JAMESON had said that the convention | 


of 1840, which nominated candidates for the Pres- 
idency and Vice Presidency, refused to set forth 
their principles, for the purpose of uniting all the 


| odds and ends of factions and parties. 


Mr. STEWART resumed; and, aficr a few 
other observations on that subject, turned his at- 


|| tention to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Wet- 


| LER,] with whom he said he had an account to 


| settle, 


The speech which he attempted to make 


| the other day, was made with many interrup- 


tions; and was not, consequently, the speech 
which he had intended to make; it was mainly, 
necessarily, extemporaneous; but he found, not- 


| withstanding, that the gentleman from Ohio had 


described it as a stump speech. 


There were 
some facts stated in the course of the speech, 
which might be **stump facts,’’and they appeared 
to have produced their effect; for all at once the 
sympathies of the gentleman from Ohio were ex- 
cited for boats that were snagged; though possi- 
bly it might be that his own political boat was 


| snagged, and that this cireumstance had excited 
| his sympathies. ‘The gentleman from Ohio, how- 


ever, went on to say that he would prove thatall 
his statements in relation to Mr. Van Buren were 
false; and that if he failed to make this out, he 
would submit to be branded in the forehead; but 
that if he succeeded, he hoped the House would 
brand him with falsehood. 

Mr. WELLER said he wished to correct the 


‘gentleman from Pennsylvania, and to put the 
| House in possession of the facts as he understood 


| 
| 


them. ‘The object of the speech of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, which was now in ques- 


|| tion, was designed to show that Mr. Van Buren 
quested to cause to be communicated to the House of Rep- || 
resentatives a statement of all the cases in which claims || 


was opposed to all those western improvements 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and other 
gentlemen who lived in the same section of coun- 
try, advocated; and to sustain that allegation, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania made the statement 
that Mr. Van Buren directed his Secretary of 
War not to send in estimates for the Cumberland 
road, for if he did, and Congress made the appro- 
priation, he (Mr. Van Buren) should be com- 
pelled to veto the bill. The House would bear 
witness that the whole object of the gentleman 
was torepresentthat Mr. Van Buren was opposed 
to western improvements; and to sustain that ob- 
ject, the statement was made which he had just 
quoted. Well, when that statement was made, 


‘ 





| the state of the Union, (Mr. Wivranor in the || way, would have prevented the States from) con- 
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tracting the heavy debts which now pressed them 
down; and added that it was the distribution of 
the public revenue in Mr. Van Buren’s admin- 
istration that led them into the extravagance of 
expenditure which had caused this vast amount 
of debt. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if he understood him correctly in 
saying that the distribution system was the policy 
of Mr. Van Buren’s administration. As he con- 
templated replying to the gentleman, he wanted 
to understand him correctly. : 

Mr. STEWART replied that he did say so; 


| and he was prepared to maintain it. He said that 


the Whig system was to take this surplus reve- 
nue and disburse it in internal improvements; but 
their opponents distributed it among the States, 
to be expended by them. 

Mr. S. continued his argument to show that the 
best policy for the country, and one the most cal- 
culated to promote its prosperity, was to have a 


| high protective tariff to produce a surplus reve- 


nue; and then to expend that surplus in works of 
internal improvement in the States. After an ar- 


| gument to show the constitutionality of appropri- 


ations for internal improvements by the General 
Government, he reviewed the veto, by General 
Jackson, of the Maysville road bill, strongly cen- 
suring the policy of that measure; and then con- 
cluded his remarks by commenting on the opin- 


_ions of Mr. Van Buren, and the policy of his 


he rose in his place and characterized it and de- | 


nounced it as untrye—as not sustained by facts; 
and he said he was prepared to meet the gentle- 
man on that issue—whether Mr. Van Buren was 


He was ready to contend that Mr. Van Buren 


stood on the doctrine laid down by Mr. Madison, | 
and the doctrine of General Jackson, as laid down | 


in the Maysville road bill. 


Mr. STEWART said, the gentleman from || 


Ohio seemed disposed now to narrow down the 
charges agood deal. He defied the gentleman to 
show that a single statement he had made was 
untrue, although he had characterized the whole 
of them as untrue. 

Mr. 8S. produced various documents to prove 
that the allegations which he had made in the de- 
bate of yesterday were supported by unquestion- 
able testimony, and challenged the gentleman 
from Ohio to bring forward proofs to substantiate 
his assertion of the incorrectness ¥ his state- 
ments, 

Mr. S. argued with much zeal in favor of the 
poupeed ve system; and contended that, if it had not 

een arrested by the compromise act, it would 


have produced an immense surplus'revenue to be | 


expended on internal improvements, and, in this 


| 


| 


administration. 
Mr. WELLER then moved that the commit- 


| tee rise; and observed that he had not had an 
| opportunity of hearing all the remarks of the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stewarrt,] but 
| that it was his purpose to reply to what he had 
| heard of them, and, in doing so, he would obey 


that injunction of Holy Writ which teaches us 
to *f answer a fool according to his folly, lest he 
become wise in his own conceit.”’ 

The committee then rose, and reported prog- 
ress. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted a resolution in 
the usual form, to take the subject out of com- 
mittee to-morrow at four o’clock. 

Mr. HUDSON moved that the House adjourn; 
which was not agreed to; there being, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 62, noes 71. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that he would, at the 
request of several gentlemen, modify the resolu- 
tion he had just submitted so as to take the sub- 


| ject out of committee on Saturday next, at two 


o’clock. 
The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, the 


House adjourned. 





The following petitions presented to-day were handed to 


| the reporters by the members presenting them : 


By Mr. LYON: The petition of three hundred and fifty 
citizens, principally of Berrien county, Michigan, praying 
for an appropriation to construct a harbor at New Buffalo, 


| in said county ; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 


By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Philip 
Hedge and twenty four others, citizens of Indiana, asking 
a donation of lands in the Vincennes district, to assist Indi- 
ana in completing the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio 
river. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Sarah P. Mather, 


| praying Congress to adopt her submarine tele<cope for use 
, t i ; | m public vessels ; also, the petition of Eliza M. Fortin, 
or was not Oppose to interna improvements! 1] 


| 
| 


widow, for a naval pension; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition of Je- 
mima Fineh, widow of Jonathan Finch, for a pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of two hundred and two 
inhabitants of Tioga county, New York, and the vicinity, 
that Congress will reduce the per diem pay of members of 
Congress to five dollars, the travel to ten cents a mile, and 
the duration of the sessions to ninety days; which was re- 
ferred to the select committee on retrenchment. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: A petition from the 
citizens of Newark, New Jersey, praying Congress for an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of the Passaic 
river; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Pearson Cogswell, pray- 
ing the balance of a judgment rendered in his favor by tlie 
cirenit court of the United States for the district of New 
Hampshire. 

By Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL: Memorial of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, interested in the coal trade, against canal boats 
being obliged to use coasting licenses. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The proceedings of a public meeting 
of the citizens of Richland county, holden at Oiney on the 
5th of January, 1844, for the purpose of obtaining a gran\ of 
land lying in the Wabash valley, for the improvement of 
the Wabash river from Terre Haute (the terminus of the 
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Wabash and Erie canal) to the Ohio river; which was re- | were referred to the 


ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


By Mr. C. M. REED: The petition of citizens of Erie | 


county, Pennsylvania, praying au appropriation to continue 
the public work on the harbor at Ernie, on Lake Erie. 

Also, the petition of ciuzens of Cattaraugus county, 
praying the erection of a light-louse or beacon-light at Cat- 
taraugus creek, State of New York. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of two hundred and 
sixty three citizens of the city of New York, for a reduction 
of postage and the abolition of the franking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
, Faivay, January 19, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore \aid before the 
Senate a communication from the ‘Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting a report from the Second 
Auditor of the ‘Treasury, concerning the light- 
house establishment; which, on motion of Mr. 
wot IDBURY, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting from the Second Auditor a 
repert exhibiting the expenditures made during 
the year 1843 for the contingent expenses of the 
military establishment. 

Also,a report from the War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the Llth, information of what has been 
done towards the settlement of the title to the Pea 
Patch Island, under the joint resolution of March 
4, 1839, and transmitting a report of the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury, a report of the corps of 
Engineers, and the opinion of the late Attorney 
General [Mr. Legare] upon the subject of said 
ttle. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON,a motion to print 
the report was submitted to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, in compliance with a joint 
resolution of 1830, showing the rejected applica- 
tions for Navy pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from James 
Ritchie, M. D., late a surgeon in the marine hos- 
pital, praying the passage of an act allowing a 
certain sum of money due him for disbursements 
as hospital surgeon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUGER presented a petition ftom Wil- 
liam Clark and others, engaged in the trade and 
business of manufacturing iron and iron-ware in 
South Carolina, praying that the law of 1832, 
exempting railroad iron from duty, may be re- 


stored; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Long Island Railroad Company, asking for a re- 
mission of duty on iron imported for the use of 
that road. 

Mr. W. said the subject of this petition in- 
volved a question of considerable importance. 
This petition was drawn up very full, stating the 
grounds and reasons on which the application is 
made. He desired that the committee and the 
Senate would pass judgment upon those opinions. 
He therefore moved that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
New York, instructing the Senators and request- 
ing the Representatives from that State to restore 
the fine imposed on General Jackson by Judge 
Hall at New Orleans; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
Martha A. Lawrence, William B. Conover, and 
Reading B. Conover, praying for certain back 
pay due their father for revolutionary services; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. } 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
B, M. Major and others, citizens of Kennebunk 
Port, Maine, praying indemnity for French spoli- 
ations; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
one hundred and twenty-six citizens of Indiana, 
praying a reduction of the rates of postage and 
the abolition of the franking privilege, and another 
for the reduction of the rates of postage; which 


' 
| 





‘ 


| 


{ 


| States; which was referred to the Committee on 


| been referred a few days ago to the Judiciary 


| judge of the United States for the district of east 
|} and middle Tennessee, and the western district 
| of Tennessee, in the eighth judicial circuit. Since 


| olutionary Claims, in the case of Daniel True- | 


| of duties on railroad iron, which bas been referred 


quantity of land, to aid in the improvement of 


| of Wisconsin, and to connect the same by a ca- 


| 
| 


Ht 
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and Post Roads. 
Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from | 
William Henson, an agent for enrolling the emi- | 
grating Indians, and for subsisting them, praying 
the passage of a law allowing him some compen- 
sation for his services, which could not be allowed | 
at the Department for the want of the roll, which 
was taken from him by an officer of the United 


Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from N 
Ivey, asking Congress to extend a contract for 
the delivery of live-oak timber at Gosport, Vir- 
ginia; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr, EVANS, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the paper relating to 
the claim of William Blake. 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of the mem- 
bers of the bar in New Jersey, concerning a re- 
moval of the term of the United States district 
court from New Brunswick to Burlington. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Robert Fulton 
be taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. STURGEON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
Joseph Potter, of Pennsylvania, presented to the 
Senate in 1820. 

MARK SYMPSON. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mark | 
Sympson; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 


TENNESSEE DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Mr. JARNAGIN remarked that a bill had 


Committee to increase the salary of the district 


then, he had received acommunication from Judge 
Catron on the subjectof this bill; which he moved 
to refer to the Judiciary Committee; which was 
agreed to, 


DANIEL TRUEHEART. 
The adverse report of the Committee on Rev- | 


heart, came up for consideration; but was, on the 
suggestion of Mr. ARCHER, again laid on the 
table. 


GEORGIA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the memorial of 
the Georgia Railroad Company for a remission 





to the Committee on Finance, was ordered to be 
printed, 


CHARLES MORGAN 
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Committee on the Post Office | word “‘appropriate”’ in lieu thereof. He won| 
| further propose that a similar amendment be also 


made in the sixteenth line, by striking out the 
word ‘*granted,”’ and substituting therefor the 
word “‘appropriated;’’ and in like manner in the 
second line of the second section, that the word 


‘appropriated ”? be substituted for the word 


‘‘granted.’? These several amendments having 
been agreed to, he proposed further that in the 
eighth line of the first section, be added, after the 
words ‘‘and the lakes through which they pass,” 
the words ‘‘except Winnebago.’’ He offered this 
amendment from the fact of Winnebago beine 
the only lake worth noticing in point of extent, 


| the others being mere expansions of the river. 
| He wished, also, to add’ an amendment to the 
| amendment of the honorable Senator from Mis. 
| sissippi, [Mr. Waxker,] who was not in his seat 


| but with whom he had consulted. 


Where that 
gentleman’s amendment says that the “ canal be 
kept in repair,” he proposed toadd, after *‘canal,” 
the words *‘and improvements,”’ as there would 
be improvements which it would be as necessary 
to keep in repair as the canal itself. There was 
also a further alteration required in the close of 
that amendment. Where that amendment says 


| ** no greater toll shall be collected than will be 





found necessary to keep the said canal in repair,” 
he would propose to strike out the words ‘* said 
canal,’’ and insert the word ‘‘same.”’ 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments of the committee of the whole 
were concurred in; and the question being on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- 


| ing, 


Mr. ALLEN suggested to the Senator from 
New York toallow the bill to pass by informally. 

Mr. TALLMADGE preferred that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio would permit the bill to be ordered 
for engrossment first, and he would consent to 
let it pass by informally. 

Mr. ALLEN preferred not, because he wanted 
to look into it before it was engrossed, and the 
Senator from Mississippi, who took a great in- 
terest in the bill, was not in his seat. An inquiry 
was started as to the quantity of land, in acres, 
which was proposed to be granted by the bill 


| That inquiry was not yet answered. And there 


were other matters in the bill, which it was proper 

that Senators should have further time to look 

into. He asked, therefore, that the bill might be 

passed by informally to afford that opportunity. 
The bill was postponed till to-morrow. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of 


|| yesterday, being the resolution reported from the 


Committee on Finance, for the indefinite post- 


'| ponement of the bill introduced by the Senator 


| from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] to reduce 


The adverse report of the Committee on Rev- | 


olutionary Claims, in the Case of Charles Mor- 
gan, was taken up and concurred in. | 
ELIZABETH LOMAX. 


The adverse report of the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, in the case of Elizabeth Lo- 
max, was, on mouon of Mr. ARCHER, ordered 
to lie on the table. 


E. D. AND 8S. WARD. 


The adverse report of the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, in the case of E. D. 


& S. Ward, was, on motion of Mr. WOOD- || 


BRIDGE, ordered to lie on the table. 
FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 
The bill entitled **An act granting a certain 


the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, in the Territory 


nal,’? came up, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
as the unfinished business of the morning hour. | 
Mr. TALLMADGE, at the suggestion of the | 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Harwoop,] would, to obviate his objections, pro- | 
pose that the bill under consideration be further 
amended by striking out, in the third line of the | 
first section, the word ‘‘grant,’’ and inserting the 





gradually the rates of duties under the present 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act; that 
is, an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose and addressed the Sen- 
ate for nearly three hours, in a strain of eloquence 
and force of argument which it is impossible to 
do justice to in any synopsis that can be given this 
evening. His remarks will be written out at large 
for publication without delay; meantime, the fol- 


lowing is given as a brief outline of the subjects 
touched upon. 


He commenced by saying that, 


if one of the illustrious patriots who framed the 


Constitution under which the Senate was now 


| deliberating, had presented himself when the de- 
| bate of yesterday was progressing, he would have 
| been struck with utter astonishment to find the 


———— 


constitutional provision, however inadequate to 
its purpose, which was designed to protect the 
people of the United States from unjust and op- 
pressive taxation, brought up as a bar against 
saving an indignant people from the most mon- 
strous, unequal, and unjust system of legislation 
that ever stained the annals of this country’s le- 
gislative history. In their great anxiety to save 
the people of the United States from unnecessary 
and excessive burdens, those illustrious patriots, 
who were brought up in the school of the Revo- 
lution, regarding taxation as the greatest of all 
political evils, very naturally interposed every 
possible obstacle which might secure their pos- 
terity from the evils under which they had them- 
selves sufiered. For this purpose they provided 
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_————————————, 
that no bill for raising revenue should originate 
in the Senate, and that all such bills should ori- 
ginate in the House of Representatives, which 





interests. ; 
Now, he presumed the Senate of the United 


States did not at this day suppose that the illus- 
trious framers of the Constitution meant to deal 
in mere idle words—that they meant to insert in 
the Constitution of the United States a clause 
which had no practical meaning. He asked, then, 
what was the rational meaning of that clause? 
What meaning could be given to that clause in 
the Constitution inhibiting the Senate from ori- 
ginating bills that raise revenue, but that it was its 
jesign to prevent that body from raising revenue 
by an imposition of taxes. It was not that they 
wished to prevent them from putting money in 


the Treasury; but to prevent them from taking || 
money out of the pockets of the people. That | 


was what the framers of the Constitution intended 
to guard against. ‘To raise revenue was one thing; 
but to prevent it from being raised unconstitu- 
tionally from the people was another; and who 


would be hardy enough to dispute the right of | 
the Senate to interfere with that object by ori- | 


ginating this bill? 
Mr. McD. then proceeded to comment on the 
arcuments of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 


HuntinGTon,] in reply to the Senator from New || 


Hampshire, [Mr. Woopsvury;] and deduced from 
them an admission on the part of the Senator 


[Mr. Huntineron] that postage was a tax, though | 
denied to be for revenue. Now, however proper | 


it might be to originate a bill affecting revenue so 
as to lessen the burden on the people, here was 
an admission going much further against the 
clause in the Constitution—in effect, that the Sen- 
ate could originate a bill imposing a tax. 

Now, was the bill which he had the honor of 
introducing a bill, in any form or sense, to im- 
poseatax? Certainly not; on the contrary, it 
was to repeal excessive taxation, and relieve the 
people of an oppressive burden. 

He next proceeded to refute the arguments of 
the Senators from Connecticutand Maine, Messrs. 
Hontineton and Evans,] that repealing twenty 
per cent. out of forty, was a levying of the re- 
maining twenty per cent. for revenue. He pointed 
out the absurdity of confounding the term * re- 
pealing a duty,’? with the term ‘*imposing a 


duty.’’ It reminded him of a gambler at a horse | 


race who had bet $20, and when he lost, insisted 
that he had lost $40 instead of $20; for he argued 
that he lost his own $20, and also the $20 he 
might have gained had he won—both making 
$40. 
With regard to the question asked by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucwanan] yester- 
day, as toan amendment being offered to increase 


arate of duty upon any article, bringing the bill | 


within the inhibition of the Constitution, he re- 
plied that such an amendment, if adopted, would 
certainly have that effect; but the Senate would 
not entertain such an amendment, because it 
would see that the Constitution inhibited it. The 
bill should be entertained by the Senate in rela- 
tion to its object of reducing taxation, not of in- 
creasing it. 


Mr. McD. having disposed of the constitutional | 


branch of the subject, proceeded to the merits of 


the bill itself, and at considerable length reviewed | 


the history of the compromise act and the pro- 
tective tariff system. He pointed out the abuse 


of the term ** discrimination,’ and showed that it || 
was a blindfold to vail the iniquity of taxing the || 


majority of the community for the purpose of 
filling the pockets of the minority. He showed 


from statistical tables, that revenue fell off as | 


duties became excessive, and that the lowest 
point of duty for revenue was always the most 
productive. He contended that, if the protection 


to domestic manufactures, afforded by a twenty | 


per cent. tariff, did not enable them to compete 
with foreign manufactures, it was an evidence of 
the strongest nature that they should have no 
protection at the expense of the rest of the com- 
munity. 

He reviewed Mr. Clay’s recently published 
letter, in which ;Mr. Clay says the true policy of 
this country is-to buy as little as possible from 
foreign countries, and sell them as much as possi- 
ble. ‘This meant that this country was to import 
litte and export a great deal; but as the writer 
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| 


| to 


more immediately represented the people and their || tries of all their gold and silver. 


become proportionately depressed. 
| 


| of the letter could not mean that the excess of 
| exports was to be given away for nothing, it was 
e inferred that we were to drain foreign coun- 
What would 
be the inevitable result?) Why, that as gold and 
| silver circulation became abundant here, prices 
would advance rapidly; and as they became 
scarce in foreign countries, prices there would 
When our 
agricultural products (our staple exports) went to 
the foreign markets, they would have to encoun- 
ter scarcity of gold and silver circulation, and 
consequent low prices. Everything would be 
| doubled for the advantage of one portion of the 
| community, and, for the other, everything would 
| be ruinous—the rich made richer, and the poor 
| poorer. But no such system could ever be prac- 
tically carried out. 

The natural markets for the productions of the 
South were in Manchester, Birmingham, Leeds, 
&c., justas much as the North and East were 
| the natural markets for the domestic manufac- 

tures of New England. 
|| It had not been more than twenty years since 
he had taken his seat in the other branch of Con- 
gress; and during that whole period, while he 
| remained a member of the House, he could con- 
| scientiously say that he had never contemplated 
\| this Government but with the most indescribable 
feelings; for, as God was his judge, he could 





|, solemnly declare that, in all that period—nearly | 


|| a quarter of a century—he had never known the 
Government to act towards South Carolina in any 
other way than with the most iniquitous oppres- 
sion, day and night. He had looked and hoped 


any benefits for that State from the operations 
‘| of this Government. All that he had struggled 
to obtain was, that it would leave them alone to 


their own industry. He had never felt any in- 
|| terest whatever in any other question than this 
great question of the tariff, which involved the 
‘interests of the whole country. He would sur- 
render all he had endeavored to maintain, if his 
| constituents could be restored to their long-lost 
| prosperity. This miserable struggle for power, 
| the struggle for the Presidency which was keep- 
ing the whole country in agitation, and absorbing 
every other question of national policy, he had 
| looked upon in all its bearings with loathing and 
‘| contempt, compared with this great question. 
When the compromise act was passed, he was 
| disposed to say, in the language of the Psalm- 
ist, ** Lord, let now thy servant depart in peace. ”’ 
He was satisfied, and retired from the councils 
of this nation, disgusted with allhe had seen. He 
retired with the hope of spending the rest of his 
days in peace; but he had consented to come here 
| again for no other purpose but to have some par- 
| ticipation in this question; and the moment just 
legislation upon it should be refused, he would 
| shake the dust from his feet and leave this Cap- 
| itol forever. 
this discussion he could not pretend to say; but 
| he would admonish gentlemen that they all had 
| as much interest in the settlement of the question 
-as he had. Things might change, and the day 
might come when they (the gentlemen) would 
lose their contro! in this Chamber. The spirit 
| of the West had been aroused; and he undertook 
to predict that, within five years from this time, 
the States of the West, almost exclusively agri- 
cultural, would be as united on this question as 
the States of the South. He knew little about 
the productions of the West; but he undertook to 
say, that those who brought live-stock to market 
from Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Mis- 


amount of capital, labor, and agricultural pro- 
‘| duction, in these western States, is ten, if not 
| twenty times as much as the productions of the 
|| bale-rope and bagging manufactures of the West. 
The amount of tobacco and cotton produced by 
| the State of Tennessee gives that State, too, a 
very large interest in the exports of this country; 


| 
| 
West had now their eyes open. They knew 

| what was their natural market, and that all the 
|| demand for their stock was from the South. He 
|| believed the State of South Carolina alone con- 
i] sumed, of the stock of the West, at least to the 
‘| value of one million a year. He undertook to 
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for a day of redemption—not that he expected | 


| enjoy, in peace and quietness, the productions of | 


What might be the final result of || 


souri, found their best market in the South. The | 


| manutactures of the East, even giving them the | 


| 
| 
and he could tell gentlemen that the people of the | 
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say, that, if this tariff were reduced from forty to 


twenty per cent., South Carolina would purchase 
twice the quantity of that live-stock that they 
now did; and that, too, perhaps at fifty per cent. 
advance on the price they now pay. 

This reduction of tariff would enable South Car- 
olina to import merchandise cheap and pay the 
people of the West for the live-stock in goods 
twenty per cent. cheaper than they now get them 


| from the North and East. When, under this tariff, 


they are now paid by the South in money, they 
have to purchase their goods at the East at twenty 
per cent. more than they ought to pay, while at 
the same time they have been compelled to seli 
their stock at twenty per cent. less than they 
might under a reduced tariff. He admonished 
those who represented the manufacturing inter- 
ests, that they stood upon a sandy foundation. 
Their system was a gigantic monster; it was a 
monster in legislation; it was a monster of injus- 
tice; and it was only necessary to unveil this un- 
godly idolatry, and the hideousness of its features 
would cause every one to shrink from it with hor- 
ror and disgust. He had attempted to perform 
this office. He had humbly attempted to tear off 
the vail and expose the monster. He had done 
his duty, and the rest he left to God. 

Mr. EVANS said it had not been his intention 
to enter further into the question than he had done 
on yesterday. He then abstained from going into 
the argument now before the Senate; not fromany 
wish to shun it, nor because he dared not meet 
it, but from a knowledge of the disastrous effects 
that all discussions of the kind must have on the 

| revenue and business of the country. Nothing, 
he maintained, could be more disastrous to the 
welfare and interests of any country, than the 
entertaining of discussions ina legislative body 
on questions threatening the overthrow of legal 
and aeknowledged institutions, and holding out 
to the people expectations that could not be real- 
ized. Plowever, since the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie} has brought on 
this discussion, it was not his purpose to shrink 
from it. 

Mr. McDUFFIE here proposed an adjourn- 
ment, 

Mr. BAYARD suggested to the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina that there was busi- 
ness of importance to be transacted in executive 
session. 

Mr. EVANS was willing that the continuance 
of the debate should be postponed until Monday. 

And the Senate went into executive session, 
having first resolved, on rising, to adjourn over 
until Monday next. 

The Senate, then, after some time spent in ex- 
ecutive session, adjourned, 


HIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 19, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. JAMESON presented two petitions, one 
from Charles Hunt, praying for the establishment 
of amail route; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The 
other praying for an appropriation to build a 


bridge; which was referred to-the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VANCE moved that the rules be suspend- 
_ed for the purpose of receiving reports from the 
standing committees, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman would 
confine his motion to reports which would not 
give rise to debate. 

Mr. VANCE agreed to the limitation, and the 
rules were suspended. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petition of J. M. 


|| Hernandez, The report was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
| from the further consideration of the petition of David H. 


|, Burr; and that it be referred to the Committee on the Post 


| @ffice and Post Roads. 
| On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 


i] from the consideration of the petition of Richard Pollard, 
|| late chargé d’affaires to Chili; and thatit be referred to the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads, asked to be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of certain 
citizens of Ohio, asking an additional salary for 
the postmaster at Sandusky, and moved that the 
memorial be laid upon the table; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired of the chairman of the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, : 


whether that committee intended to report a bill 
for a reduction of the rates of postage, and how 
soon a report might be expected from that com- 
mittee upon that subject ? 

Mr. HOPKINS replied that he was notable to 
say precisely at what time the committee would 
be prepared to report; they had the subject now 
under consideratior, and would probably report 
in a few weeks. ‘They had not yet, however, 
come to any determination as to the character of 
the bil which they would report. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on 


the Judiciary, presented a report, accompanied 


by a bill, to refund the fine imposed upon the late | 


Anthony Haswell, to his legal heirs and repre- 
Sentatives, 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow, and ordered to be 
minted, 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked that that committee be discharged 
from the further cons ideration of the memorial 
of —— ——-; and that so much of it as relates 
to the militia, be referred to the Committee on 
the Militia, 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RA‘TTHBUN, the papers in 
the case of Obadiah Newcomb were recommitted 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. STEENROD reported a bill for the relief 
of Thomas Hudson; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Also,a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow, and or- 
Jered to be printed, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Thomas Harrison; which was read 
twice, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and made the order for to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFP, from the same com- 
mittee, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Israel Thomas, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
of Claims; which motion was agreed to, 

Mr. B. also reported favorably upon the peti- 
tion of Enoch McDonald, and introduced a bill 
for his relief; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House to mor- 
row. 

Mr. SMITH, of Mlinois, reported a bill for the 
relief of James Reed; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, presented a report, which was laid upon 
the table, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Hugh Wallace Vemon; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill directing atransfer of 
the stock held by the United States in the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal Company, to the State of 
Maryland and the cities of Washington, George- 
town, and Alexandria, so as to secure the early 
completion of the canal to Cumberland; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, asked that that commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of James Dixon, and moved that 
the same be referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was aereed to : 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the select committee 
on copy-rights, moved that certain memorials on 
the subject of copy-rights, and a bill of the last 
session on the same subject, be printed; which 
was carricd 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DUNCAN asked and obtained leave to | 


introduce a bill to establish a uniform time for 
holding the elections of members of the House of 
Representatives and of the electors of President 
and Vice President of the United States through- 
out all the States of this Union. 

The bill was read twice, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


concerning the circuit and district courts for the 
northern district of New York;’’ which was read 
the first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PREEMPTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. SAMPLE, the joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Indiana of the last ses- 
sion, on the subject of preémption rights, reduc- 
tion of postages, marine hospitals, &c., was or- 
dered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF JOSEPH M. HERNANDEZ. 


Mr. COBB observed that a report had just been 
made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vance,]} 


from the Committee of Claims, in opposition to 


the claim of Joseph M. Hernandez. He asked 
leave, from the minority of the committee, tomake 


| a minority report. 


Leave was accordingly granted, 
REPORT ON THE RULES. 
The SPEAKER then announced that the first 


| business in order was the report of the select com- 


mittee on the rules. 
Mr. HUDSON, who had the floor, continued 


| the argument commenced by him yesterday, con- 


tending that there was nothing in the deeds of 


cession from Maryland and Virginia prohibiting | 


the legislation by Congress on the subject of sia- 
very. From this he went on to show that the 
question of slavery had been discussed but a few 
years ago in the Virginia Legislature, and was 
also discussed in the course of the debates on the 
adoption of the Constitution. Mr. H. having 
spoken up to the expiration of his hour, 

Mr. SAUNDERS took the floor, and com- 
menced with a few preliminary remarks, in too 
low a tone to be heard. He then went onto say 
that he should proceed at once to reply to the ob- 
jections that had been urged to the 2ist rule. We 
have repeatedly asked those gentlemen who are 
opposed to the 2]st rule, what it was they meant 


| by the sacred right of petition, when they talked 


of its being violated? Where did it commence, 


and where did it end? If they said the people bad | 


the right to petition when and where they pleased, 
and on any subject, for the redress of grievances, 


whether real or imaginary, then he would say that | 


there was no necessity for their traveling up to 
Magna Charta to support that position, for no one 
questioned it. He would go one step further than 
some of these gentlemen had done. He admitted 
that the people not only had the right to petition, 
but the right to an unqualified answer from this 
House. Even on this admission, he was pre- 
pared to sustain the 2Ist rule. What was the 
language of the Constitution, on which gentlemen 
relied in their opposition to the 2istrule? It was, 


| that. 


“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment 
of religion, or prohibiting the tree exercise thereof; or abridg- 
ing the freedom of speech or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Govern- 
ment for a redress of grievances.’ 

Now, the rule passed by Congress called the 
one hour rule, which limited the speeches of the 
members to one hour’s time, was an abridgment 
of the freedom of speech; but the advocates of 
that rule contended that there was an existing 
abuse impeding the transaction of the business of 
the House, which required correction, and the 
rule was passed for that purpose. The rule es- 
tablishing the previous question was not only an 
abridgment of the freedom of speech, but a total 
suppression of it, as it cut off debate; but that 
was justified by the argument that this rule was 
necessary for facilitating the business of the House. 

Congress (said the Constitution) should not 
have power to abridge the freedom of the press; 
and yet laws were made on that subject, with 
which the House was familiar. But it was said 
this rule violated the right of petition, because it 


‘did not allow petitioners to be heard heré, and 
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their petitions to be deliberated upon. In this 
there wasagreaterror. A colleague of his haq 
said the House could not know whether the pe. 
titions prayed for a constitutional or an uncop. 
stitutional act, or indeed for an improper act yp. 
less the petition were heard; and a gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] had said that the jp. 


| habitants of this District could not petition fo, 
| the abolition of slavery in this District, unless 

Mr. RATHBUN, on leave, and in pursuance || 
of notice given, introduced a bill entitled ** Anact | 


this rule was repealed. In all this there was greg, 
fallacy. The House knew what the rule was, }; 


| was that no petition, memorial, resolution, or 
| other paper praying the abolition of slavery in the 
| District of Columbia, or any State or Territory, 


or the slave trade between the States or Territo. 
ries of the United States in which it now eXists, 


|| shall be received by this House, or entertained jp 


any way whatever. That was the rule which 
the Speaker, as the presiding officer of this House, 
was required to enforce; and he could not enforee 
that rule until the agent of the petitioners had an- 
nounced the purport of the petition which he roge 
to present. ‘The House was then informed of the 
purport of such petitions, and the petitioners were 
then shown, by that rule, that the House had 
considered the subject and given its judgment, 
Here, then, the facts were ascertained, the prayer 
was heard, and it was then met by the Speaker, 
as the presiding officer, who interposed this rule 
as the judgment of the House thereon. He illus. 
trated this point in various ways, and then came 
to the question whether this rule was right and 

roper. He understood the gentleman from New 
Vork (Mr. Bearpsey] to say, the other day, 
that a petition asking the House to interfere with 
slavery in the States, was to ask Congress to do 
that which it could not do; and that he would not 
receive such petition. Why? Because it asked 


| for an unconstitutional thing. But the same gen- 


tleman said, when a petition asked Congress to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, that 


| that was a different question, and it then became 


a matter ofexpediency whether the petition should 
be received and acted upon. 

Now, he intended to meet the gentleman from 
New York on that proposition. Who was to de- 
cide on the constitutionality or unconstitutional- 
ity of the subject prayed for? It must be done 
by a majority of the members of this House, 
Now, he asserted that Congress possessed no 
power to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. Congress could not expend the public mo- 
ney for such a purpose. The right of the owners 
of slaves to that species of property was admitted 
to be as conclusive as the right to any other prop- 


|erty. The right to this property was recognized 
+in Maryland in 1715—Maryland being thera 
| colony. He showed what were the lawson this 
| subject in eleven slaveholding States, and replied 


to some remarks made by the gentleman from 


| Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] on this branch of 


the subject; and he proceeded to say that the 
Constitution expressly provided that Congress 


| should not take private property unless it were 


for public uses, and then only on making com- 
pensation to the owners of the property. The 
gentleman from New York admitted that slaves 
were private property; he said, likewise, that 
Congress might emancipate the slaves; but he did 
not say whether Congress should make compet- 
sation for those slaves. He dodged that ques- 
tion. But he contended that Congress could not 
take the public money for any such purposes. 
The eighth section of the first article of the Con- 
stitution contained an enumeration of the powers 


'of Congress; but no gentleman could tell him 
that it contained any such powers. . 


The honorable gentleman went into a long 


, argument to prove the position he assumed; in 
| the course of which, he took occasion to show 
| what had been done by Congress heretofore in 


relation to this class of petitioners, and how the 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had 
| voted thereon. 


He read various resolutions of 
the House adopted in the years 1836 and 1838. 
How stood the question in 1838 Then they 


| had the famous resolution declaring that Congress 
had no power to intetfere with slavery in the 


States, and that such interference would be 2 
breach of public faith. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said the gentleman had 
misapprehended him upon this question. He had 


‘not said that all he desired was that these peti- 
| tions should be received and laid upon the table. 


Se etn ae mae 
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He had added a qualification that, if the House 
was ready to act upon them,as he himsclf had | 
always been in such cases, he cared not whether | 
they were laid upon the table or not, the mere 
reception was sufficient to meet the pene 
of the Constitution. He had added that, in his 
opinion, the expedient and proper course was to 
send them to the committee most favorable to the | 
prayer of the petition, to the end that they might | 
see what such committee would advise the coun- 
try to do under the circumstances. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he understood the gen- | 
tleman now to say that he had made up his mind | 
that slavery ought not to be abolished. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he had so declared, | 
perhaps a hundred times. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he was glad to find that 
he was not misrepresenting the gentleman. All 
that the gentleman desired was, that the petitions 
should be received ‘and laid upon the table; he did | 
not desire that they should be considered. Why? 
Because his mind was made up upon the subject. 
To what? Not to abolishslavery. He admitted 
that, if the majority there thought that they ought 
to abolish slavery, they ought to receive and con- 
sider the petitions; but it was because the major- 
ity were not in favor of the abolition of slavery 
that the 2]st rule ought to be established. When 
the petition was laid upon the table, it was an an- | 
swer, and showed that the prayer of the petition 
was refused. Suppose a petition were presented 
to that House asking to apply the torch of de- 
struction to the Capitol: ought such a petition to | 
be received? No; because it was asking to com- | 
mit a felony. And did not these petitions ask the | 
destruction of the temple of liberty itself? Where 
was the difference, therefore, between receiving | 
such a petition as he had alluded to and receiving | 
abolition petitions, which pray for a thing which | 
alladmit ought not to be done? The lst rule, | 
so far from being wrong, was, in fact, perfectly 
right in itself. It was the judgment of the House 
upon the subject; and so tar from being produc- | 
tive of injury, it had been productive of good. | 
Why? Because it had kept off that continued | 
clamor which would otherwise have prevailed | 
about the abolition of slavery. He must be per- | 
mitted to say to the gentleman from New York, 
in good feeling, that he was deceiving himself by | 
supposing that the discussion which was going | 
on there produced no mischief elsewhere. Yes, 
the very proclamation which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had made, that he had triumphed 
upon this question, was already producing mis- 
chief elsewhere. As soon as the colored popu- 
lation were led to believe that they would receive 
especial encouragement and protection from the | 
Congress of the United States, they would be | 
ready for almost any act of insubordination. 

The morning hour having expired, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House several | 
executive communications; which were read by 


the Clerk. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, the House 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 


eee EC 


Whole, and resumed the consideration of the ref- | 


erence of that portion of the President’s message 


which refers to the improvement of the western | 


waters. 
Mr. WELLER being entitled to the floor, rose 
and addressed the committee. 


[The reporters gave nothing which was said by 
Mr. Wetten.] 
Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF obtained the floor; 


and being requested to give way to the gentleman | 


from Pennsylvania, (Mr.Srewart,]thathemight | 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Wex- | 


LER,| said it was a matter of much difficulty to | 


get the floor; and, therefore, he must retain the 
floor, now he had gotit. With regard to the per- 
sonal controversy between the two gentlemen, he 
had no disposition to interfere with it. It was 
his intention to call the attention of the committee 
to another branch of the subject 

In the first place, then, without intending to be 
offensive, he would notice a remark made yester- 
day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Strewarr.] That gentleman told them that a long 
series of calamities had been the result of an aban- 
donment of a high protective tariff; and that, 
if it had not occurred, there would have been 


$249,000,000 to expend in works of internal im- | 
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provement. He did not agree with the position 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but, for the 
purpose of reply, he would suppose it to be true; 
and what followed? Who was responsible for 
the abandonment of the old tariff in 1832? By 
whose bargain was it that the tariff was aban- 
doned ? for it was by a bargain. Who were the 
high contracting parties ? How did the agreement 
run? Articles of agreement made and concluded 
the day of , between Henry Clay, ‘* the 
Mill-boy of the Slashes,’’ as he was now called, 
and John C. Calhoun. This agreement stipu- 
lated that the tariff should come down to twenty 
per cent. ad valorem, one of the high contracting 
parties being the gentleman’s [Mr. Srewarr’s] 
candidate for the Presidency. However, it was 
not for the purpose of making these remarks that 
he rose. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Barnarp,] in the course of his remarks, particu- 
larly represented to the West the policy of rely- 
ing on a home market for support; and it was for 
the purpose of taking thut policy into considera- 
tion that he had obtained the floor. As a bugbear 
to frighten them from looking to a foreign mar-_ 
ket, and to induce them to look solely to a home 
market, the gentleman from New York told them 
that England, in ten years, would become an ex- 
porter of breadstuffs. Now, it would be some- 
thing remarkable if that proved to be true; for he 
found, on good authority, (Mr. McCulloch’s Dic- 
tionary,) that, since 1788, there had been a per- 
manent balance of imports over the exports of 
breadstuffs to the island of Great Britain. 

The gentleman from New York told them there 
were fifteen million acres of land in Great Britain 
uncultivated; but, on a reference to authorities, he 
found there were sixteen million, or one million 
more than the gentleman stated. And of what 
did it consist? ‘The pleasure grounds of the gen- 
try, the nobility, ae royalty; the salt meadows 
and sand banks of the coast; the barren moors of 
the interior; and the still more barren mountains 
of Scotland. Why, in the year 1816, the then 
existing corn laws of Great Britain were amended 
and modified, after much testimony had been 
taken by a committee instituted for that purpose; 
and then the position was taken that it was ne- 
cessary to keep up the price of wheat to eighty 
shillings per quarter, or a large portion of land 
then- under cultivation must be abandoned. So 
much for their fears of Great Britain becoming an 
exporter of breadstuffs. 

Then, again, in 1832, the corn laws were again 
modified 

Here the honorable gentleman suddenly sat 
down, evidently very sick and faint. He asked 
the indulgence of the House for a few minutes; 
but his countenance became ghastly pale. Several 
members went to his assistance, and water was 
handed to him. 

A proposition was made that some other gen- 
tleman should be allowed to take the floor, and 
that the gentleman from Ohio should occupy it 
ata future period, when he should have recov- 
ered. 

Another proposition was made that the com- 
mittee rise and report progress; which was agreed 
to; and then the feces adjourned. 














The following notices of petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting tlem: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of Thomas Tatem, 
asking to be paid $431 88, the amount of his claim against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, 

By Mr. ANDERSON : The supplementary memorial and 
petition of Mathews, Wood, and Hall, of New York, late 
contractors for furnishing marble tor the custom-house at 
New York; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of citizens of the 
parishes of St. Mary, Terrebonne, and Assumption, in the 
State of Louisiana, praying for a post route. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: Petition of William Russet 
and forty-five others, citizens of Perry county, Ohio, pray- 
ing for a reform in the Post Office Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. ; 

By Mr. MACLAY: Memorial of ship masters, steamboat 
masters, aud coasters, of the State of New York, for the 
erection of a light-house upon Execution Rock, in Long 
Island sound; also, the memorial of the Hurlgate pilots, 
of the State of New York, for the erection of a light-house 
upon Execution Rock, in Long Island sound; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEONARD: A petition of Sally Davis, of the 
State of New York, widow of an old soldier, praying a pen- 
sion for services rendered by her husband in the war ofthe 
Revolution; which was referred to the Committee on I’en- 
sions. . 
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Also, a petiton of Mary Stryker, of New York, widow of 
Dennia Stryker, praying a pension for services rendered by 
her late husband as a soldier of the Revolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: Petition of Barbary Vine- 
yard, of Hendricks county, Indiana, for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee ou Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIDER: Petition of Samuel M. Asbury, praying : 
to increase his pension; also asking leave to withdraw t 
from the files of the House of last Congress, the petition 
and proof to last Congress ; and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Petition of Lemuel Land and one 
hundred and fourteen others, citizens of the county of 
White, and State of [linois, praying a grant of land, situated 
in the Wabash valley, for the improvement of the Wabash 
river from Terre Haute to the Ohio river; which was re- $ 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of N. Whitaker and thir- 
ty others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, praying for f 
a reduction of the expenses of the General Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Retrenehment. 

Also, the petition of the same citizens respecting a re 
duction of the present rates of postage; whieh was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: ‘The memorial of A. P. Richardson 
| and one hundred and twenty-five others, citizens of Olive 
township, St. Joseph county, Indiana, stating “ that ex 
orbitant taxes on public or private information are deroga- 
tory to the genius of a governine nt resting upon intelligence 
for its successful operation,’ and praying that the rates of 
postage be * reduced to the lowest possible point consist 
ent with the support of the Post Office Department :°° which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads. 

By Mr.C. JOHNSON: The petition of the administrator 
of William McClure, deceased, asking compensation fora 
horse lost in the Seminole campaign. 

| Also, the petition of William H. Bedford, asking a re- 

| view of the decision of the Auditor upon certain claims 

therein specified for horses lost in the Seminole campaign 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of B. Olney and one 

hundred and fifty others, citizens of New Orleans, praying 

for a grant of certain lands to aid in the improvement of the 
|} navigation of the Wabash river ; which was referred to the 

Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of John Lynd, praying for 
| confirmation of title to a certain tract of land; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
sy Mr. DANA: Exemplification of [ra Wright's pension 
| papers; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of eighty inhabitants of 

| Oxford, in the State of New York, for the reduction of 

| postage and regulation of the franking privilege ; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

) Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: ‘The petition of citi 
zens of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying Con 

gress (0 grantan appropriation for the construction of a dry- 


dock at the navy-yard at that port. 





























































































Sarurpay, January 20, 1844. 


Mr. WENTWORTH presented a petition from 
| sundry persons in De Kalb county, Illinois, re- 
| monstrating against the admission of ‘Texas into 


| 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| 


the Union. 

Mr. W. remarked that he had a letter from one 
of the petitioners, stating that they had rather 
| the United States would have Texas than have it 
| go to England. 


rHE ORELON TERRITORY. 
| Mr. HUGHES offered the following resolu- 


| tion: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Territories inquire into 
| the expediency, at as early a day as practicable, of report 
| jug a jointresolution requesting the President of the United 
| States to give notice of twtlve months to the Government 
| of Great Britain that, after the expiration of said term, 1 
| Government of the United States will annul and abrogate 
| the convention of the 6th of September, 1827, continuing 
| in force the provisions of the third article of the convention 
| of the 20th of October, 1818. 


i 

Objections were made to the reception of the 
| resolution. 

| Mr. HUGHES moved a suspension of the 
| rules to enable him to offer it. 

| ,'The motion was negatived. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY JUSTICES. 
Mr. CULLOM offered the following resolu- 


tion; which, after being modified at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Barnarp, was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committe on the Judiciary be in- 
|} structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting whether 
there be any Jaw in force which authorizes justices of the 
| peace to administer oaths to applicants to Congress for pen 
| sions, or to witnesses examined to such applications ; and 
| if not, to report a bili communicating such power; and also 
constituting it perjury to swear falsely in such cases. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


| 

| Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a suspension of the 
| rules for the purpose of introducing a motion to 
| 

| 

ih 









| go into Cemmittee of the Whole. 
The yeas and nays were demanded, but not 
ordered. 
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Tellers were then called for,and Messrs. Burce 
and Tuomasson were appointed; and they re- | 
ported 77 in the affirmative, and 28 in the nega- 
tive—being less than a quorum. 

Mr. ADAMS expressed the hope that the rules 
would not be suspended, or the morning hour | 
would be taken from the consideration of the 
pending question on the report of the committee 
on rules. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON said two o’clock to-day was 
the hour fixed, on his motion, to terminate de- 
bate on the resolution to refer the President’s | 
message; and therefore he felt bound to urge his 
motion. 

The SPEAKER smid there was certainly a quo- 
rum present,and he called upon gentlemen to vote 
on one side or the other. 

Mr: BIDLACK called for the yeas and nays, 
for the purpose of testing whether there was a 
quorum present, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; but the 
tellers again took the vote,and reported 88 in the 
affirmative, and 39 in the negative; which being 

quorum, and a sufficient majority, the rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; which was agreed to, and 
Mr. Winrunor took the chair. 

The pending question was on the resolution to 


refer so much of the Presiden’ts message as re- || 


tes to the western waters. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN said it was with mortifica- 
tion and regret that he had observed a considera- 
ble degree of acrimony indulged in by gentlemen 
in the debate upon this question. What wasthe 
question that was now before the committee for 
consideration? It was simply the reference of a 
portion of the President’s message to a select 
committee, and an amendment for the reference | 
to the Committee on Commerce. And he had 
been somewhat at a loss to know how the polit- 
ical questions of the day could be lugged into this 
debate, with the rules of the House staring them 
in the face. What was the object of referring a 
subject to a committee for examination? Was it 
not for the express purpose of collecting facts, and 
laying those facts before the House, so that the 
House might act understandingly upon all ques- 
tions presented tothem? Mostassuredly. Why 
was the motion made, in this dase, to refer the 
subject toa select committee? It was that the 
facts connected with it might be collected and 
brought before the House in a form best calcu- 
lated to -give weight to the question involved. | 
Why did western gentlemen object to the refer- 
‘ence to the Committee on Commerce? Not be- 
cause they supposed that committee would not 
be willing to do justice to the West; but it was 
because they were not sufficiently acquainted 
with the important interests of the West. They 
of the West desired the poor privilege of present- 
ing their interests to that House. All that they 
asked, was to have an opportunity to present their 
own case. Was there a member of that House 
who would be disposed to deny them this privi- 


lege? He did not believe the House would refuse 
it. What was to be gained by rejecting the ref- 


erence which western gentlemen demanded as 
their right, and as essential to their interests. 
He had regretted exceedingly to see gentlemen | 


attended with the utmost danger. 
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—improvement without stint or limit. Nor was | had discourses upon almost every other subject 
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this all; they had lugged in questions of party || than the one before them, it was the more neces. 
politics, and the House had witnessed scenes of || 
a disgraceful character for two or three days past, || 


growing out of the admission of this wide range 
of debate. They had not met here for the pur- 
pose of making Presidents; but to do the busi- 


ness of the country. ‘The people have the right || 


of President-making in their own hands; and | 


they would exercise that right, regardless of any 
thing which might be done by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, , 
What was the amount asked for for the im- 
provement of the western waters? The pitiful 
sum of $175,000, or $200,000 at most, to be 
granted annually, to keep in operation the pres- 


ent number of snag-boats upon those waters. | 


Why, if only one steamboat were saved, with | 
the lives of her passengers, in consequence of 


such appropriation, the money would be well laid 
out. Since the discontinuance of the use of the 
snag-boats, the navigation of the Mississippi was 


loss of steam vessels had been about one each 
week—fifty-two steamboats in a single year! He 


would ask the gentleman from New York, who | 


vaunted so much of the Hudson river, how many 
vessels had been lost on that river? 
lives had been lost in consequence of impediments 
to the navigation of that river? The impediments 


which existed to the navigation of that river were | 
trifling and insignificant, in comparison with those | 


of the western waters. He did not object to an 
appropriation for the Hudson, if one were neces- 
sary; but he could not help remarking that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Barnarp] had 
unwarrantably enlarged the importance, or rather 
the extent, of the navigation of that river, by 
adding to it a long line of canals, reaching, and 
he believed includisg, even a part of the Missis- 
sippi itself. The gentleman had asserted that 
New York was equal to one sixth of the Union, 


How many | 


The average | 


and that therefore a large appropriation should | 


be made for the improvement of the Hudson. 


But the gentleman must recollect that it was the || 


And | 


West which made New York what she is. 


no State had contributed more towards that result | 


than the State of Ohio. The canals of the State 
of New York would be of little value, without 


_ the canals of Ohio; their profits would be greatly | 
curtailed. The gentleman talked about the great | 
State of New York; and he, on his part, might 


from different sections of the Union arraying one |! 


portion of the country against another. He was 
sorry to see gentlemen of the North and East de- 
preciating the West and South; and those of the | 
South setting themselves against the interests of 
the North. The interests of this whole Union 
were one and indivisible. Efforts had been made 
to pursuade the House that the interests of the 
West and North were not worthy of the consid- 
eration of that House. What was the true dis- 
tinction? It was simply this: those rivers, lakes, 
and bays which the God of nature had made nav- 
igable, were to be considered national waters, and 
should be the objects of national supervision. 
That was the only true distinction; it was the 
only distinction that could be made by gentlemen | 
who were not disposed to lug in party poses to 
weigh down this important question. The Mis- 
sissippi, the Ohio, and the Missouri rivers, had 
always been recognized as national streams. 
What was it which gentlemen attempted to drag | 
in in order to weigh down this question? Itwas | 
theingerminable question of internalimprovement | 


well boast of the great State of Ohio—a State 
which he might justly be proud of. The State of 
Ohio demanded her rights at the hands of that 
House; and she was as justly entitled to be heard 
as New York, or any other State in the Union. 
He did not mean to be understood as saying, 
however, that unless Ohio received what she 
thought she was entitled to, the Union must be 
dissolved. 


Such a proposition he had not ex- | 





sary to understand the nature of the proposition 
before them, and the questions on which it turned, 


_ It was proposed, in the amendment before them, 


to send that portion of the President’s messao, 
relating to the improvement of the rivers of the 
West to a select committee; and the original res. 
olution proposed to give that subject the ordinar 

direction, and send it to one of the standing com. 


| mittees of the House. The latter course appeared 


to him to be the true one; for it was to be pre- 
sumed that the House, in distributing the business 
of the session, would give each subject to the com. 
mittee specially constituted to take it into consid. 
eration. Now, unless some cogent reason could 
be given for departing from the ordinary practice 
on this occasion, it seemed to him that it ought 


to be adhered to; and it rested with those who 
| advocated the reference to a select committee to 


| the reference to a select committee. 


give such reasons. He had heard no sufficient 
reasons given, and could conceive of none, that 
ought to have any weight with the committee, 
Was it intended that a select committee should 
be appointed to examine witnesses, and prove 
that we have an Ohio, a Mississippi, or an Ark- 
ansas river? Wasitto prove their dimensions, 
their length, breadth, depth, and volume of wa- 
ter? Was it to show how many snags and saw- 
yers were in those rivers? or was it, in short, to 
ascertain any facts which were not matters of 
general notoriety? If not, what, then, was it 
intended to accomplish by the appointment of a 
select committee? Were they not prepared to 
legislate on the subject,and make appropriations 
to remove the obstructions in the western rivers 
as well without any additional information as 
with it? Was the committee to bring forward 
any new, unknown, and hidden facts which had 
never yet been brought to light? No one con- 
templated anything of the kind. He wished gen- 
tlemen would deal a little more in detail, and tell 
the committee what it was they expected to ac- 
complish by the appointment of a select commit- 
tee. If these were mere little streams, mere mill 
branches, it might, perhaps, be as well to appoint 
a select committee, or to send out a surveyor, 
end collect information for the purpose of magni- 
fying their importance. But no such reasons 
applied to these great rivers; and he denied that 
a single reason had been advanced having the 
slightest substance in it, which would authorize 
If we send 


this subject to a select committee, we might as 
well send all others to select committees, and 


pected to hear in that House, on the part of gen- || 


tlemen from any quarter. 


that the whole subject should be referred to a 
select committee. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY rose and addressed the 
Chair; and, at the same time, 

Mr.STEWART rose and submitted an amend- 


ment to refer the subject to the Committee on | 


Roads and Canals. 

The CHAIRMAN gave the floor to the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Bearpstey,] on the 
ground that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
already spoken, and could not take the floor again 
while another gentleman claimed it. 


He could answer for | 
the State he came from, that even if her rights || 
were disregarded for a time, she would not resort || 
to any such desperate course as that. He desired | 


Mr. STEWART appealed to the gentleman 


from New York to permit him to occupy the floor 
for a few moments; and said that he would pledge 


himself to detain the House but a very short time, | 
and to say nothing that was inconsistent with the 


strictest arliamentary rules. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY claimed the floor; and said | 


that he intended to speak but a few moments, and 
would then leave the floor for the gentleman, or 


| other matters had been gone into. 


abolish the standing committeesaltogether. Now, 
in connection with this subject, a great variety of 
Comparisons 
had been made in regard to the western and east- 
ern rivers, and their tmportance contrasted with 
each other. But had that anything to do with 
the question before the committee? Conceding 
that these western rivers were most mighty and 
important streams, and vastly superior to the 
Hudson, the Connecticut river, and the Delaware, 
did it follow that they alone should receive the 
attentions of the Government, and that appropri- 


| ations should be made for no others? 


whoever the committee might choose to occupy it. || 


He should not go into the political and personal 
collision which had taken place here. He should 
leave these to other gentlemen, as they did not 
seem to him to belong to the question before the 


He saw no constitutional ground for aiding in 
the improvement of the navigation of the western 
rivers which did not apply to the navigation of 
the Hudson, the Cgnnecticut, and the Delaware 
rivers, and the harlfors and shores of the ocean, 
and of the great lakes. The only authority Con- 
gress had to make appropriations of a single dol- 
lar for internal improvements, was to be found in 
the Constitution, and the clause of it pointed out 
by the gentleman from Ohio. He knew there 
were many gentlemen located east of the Alle- 
ghany mountains, and south of this city, who 
entertained the opinion that Congress has no power 
to make appropriations for the improvement of 
our rivers; and their opinions were honest, and 
they deserved credit for their consistency in them. 
But there were other gentlemen who entertained 
different views—he would not say more liberal 
views—vut certainly more enlarged views in re- 
gard to the powers of this Government to make 


'| internal improvements. A member from Virginia 


committee. He desired to look at the single prop- | 


osition before the committee; and, as they had || worn one, and had thrown it off occasionally; and 


the other day called these gentlemen straight- 
jacket politicians. Now, a straight-jacket wasa 
very useful article, and could be worn and thrown 
off ‘on certain occasions. King George III. had 
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a jacket that was fit for a king might be fit for a || have an opportunity to make some observations; || 


jegislator. He did not say that legislators or pol- 
iticians wore their straight-jackets and threwthem 
off, as George III. did, in the intervals of lunacy 
and reason; but he believed some of them had 
worn them or thrown them off as appropriations 


: but, after a few words from Mr. SCHENCK, he 
| gave way. 

Mr. PETTIT hoped he should have the floor 
without interruption for the twelve minutes that 
remained to him. The question, as he understood 

were to be made for improvements, either in their it, was a resolution to refer that portion of the 
own section of country or at a distance. This || President’s message which relates to the western 
same class of politicians had always held that the || waters to the Committee on Commerce, to which 
Government had no power under the Constitution ‘an amendment was offered to send ittoa select 
to make appropriations for the Ohio and Missis- || committee. Now, he preferred the select commit- 
sippi; but one of them had found it in another || tee, not being satisfied of the friendly feeling of 
uarter. The gentleman from South Carolina || the Committee on Commerce. 
[Mr. Houmes] found it in an act of the old Con- |, western man, though born and educated in the 
federation before the Constitution was formed. 
The gentleman found the power to remove the 
snag and sawyers from the Mississippi (which 
the straight-jacket politicians never could find in 
the Constitution) in the ordinance of 1787; and 


western man felt. 


which he was not accustomed to use, or to hear 


that ordinance was passed before the adoption of | used. Some words had been used by the gentle- | 


the Constitution. ‘That, however, was a view of 
the subject which would not be satisfactory to 
politicians east of the Alleghany mountains, who 
look to the Constitution itself, and not to the acts 
of the Confederation. Indiana to order. 

Well, what was that ordinance? It provided Mr. PETTIT said, then he would pass that 
that the navigable waters leading into the Mis- || subject; but complaint had been made of the Jan- 
sissippiand St. Lawrence, and the carrying places || guage used by the gentleman from Ohio, and he 
between the same, should be common highways | was thereby reminded of an anecdote which he 
to all the inhabitants of the present Confedera- |; had sometimes heard. A father once chastised 
tion, and of the new States that might be admit- || his son for calling him a liar; and, after inflicting 
ted into it; and that the navigation should forever || some severe punishment, he asked the boy if he 
remain free, without being interrupted by any of || would again call his fathera liar. The young 
the States through which they might flow. Well, || urchin, with tears in his eyes, replied, ‘*‘ No, 
where was the necessity for this provision? Why |, father; no, never; but pray whatshall I say when 
there was an ordinance for the admission of new || you do lie ?”’ i 
States into the Union, and it was necessary to || had occurred in this House, it was difficult to 
provide that these new States should not, by the |, select the proper parliamentary word. 
imposition of tolls or duties, levy contributionson He then addressed himself to the question be- 
the commerce of the citizens of the other States; | fore the committee, and called upon the House to 
which, without this prohibition, they would have | act together for the common good of all the dif- 
had the righttodo. The ordinance was not only | ferent sections of the Union. They had been told 
to make these waters free andcommonhighways, | that they must wear the straight-jacket of strict 
but to secure forever to the citizens of all the | construction; and he observed that he was as 
States the right of navigating them without mo- | much disposed to wear that jacket as any gentle- 
lestation or tax, This was the object of the ordi- | man on this floor; but he would ask why a strict 
nance; and not the one advanced by the gentle- || construction should authorize the studding of the 
man from South Carolina, Now, he had no dif- | sea-board with light-houses, and not permit the 

ficulty on this score. He was willing to make | necessary appropriations for the West? He made 
any necessary appropriations forthe improvement | a few other observations to the same effect, in the 
of these western waters, or any of the other great |, midst of which he was cut off by the arrival of 
rivers of the United States. The power to make | the hour to terminate debate. 

these improvements was in the Constitution; and The committee then proceeded to vote on the 
nowhere else; and if it was not to be found there, | resolutions—the pending question being on the 
any expenditure for these objects was a usurpa- | 
tion on the part of the Government. 

The doctrine appeared to be, with some gen- || President’s message which relates to the improve- 
tlemen, that for whatever work that was of pub- || ment of the navigation of the western waters to 
lic, national,and not merely of local concern, they || a select committee of nine members. 
had authority to make appropriations. He (Mr. || 
B.) should be ready to vote in favor of the object || ing the followiag: “except the Mississippi river, 
which gentlemen here had in view. He should be || which has been sent, by order of the House, to 
ready, too, to vote appropriations for the Dela- || the Committee of Ways and Means.”’ 
ware, the Hudson, the Connecticut, and other || This amendment was ruled to be out of order. 
rivers, as wellas for the Ohio and the Mississippi. | Mr. McCLELLAND inquired whether, in case 
He regarded them all as standing on the same || the motion to refer to a select committee of nine 
foundation, in relation to the power of Congress, || were adopted, that committee would have charge 
and he was ready to vote for appropriations for || of harbor improvements, or whether the charge 
them all, according to the necessities of the several || of harbors would be left to the Committee on 
cases. But he was opposed to the amendment | Commerce. 
which proposed to send this subject to aselect|| Mr. McCLERNAND suggested, in order to 
committee. The Committee on Commerce was || put the matter beyond a doubt, that the follow- 
drawn from different parts of this Union, and con- || ing words be added: ‘that so much as relates to 
sisted of gentlemen who had an interest in the || harbors be referred to the Committee on Com- 
subject, and were capable to act upon it. He |; merce.’’ 
hoped the House would adhere toits ancient usage, 
and send this subject to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. SAMPLE, though a western man, dis- 
claimed all sectional feeling, and contended that 
the interests of all parts of this country were the 
interests of the whole; and they ought to act with || 
the same liberality to one section as to another. 
He defended New York from the attacks which || improvements generally to the Committee on Com- 
had been made upon it; and said New York was || merce. 
an important point of commerce for all parts of | 


not have sanctioned if they had been used toa 
gentleman, 


The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from 


tion being put on the motion to refer to a select 


' ative,and 7] in the negative. 
So the motion was rejected. 
Mr. SEYMOUR then moved to amend the 


He disowned the doctrine that the aid of thisGov- || Commerce and inserting Committee on Roads and 
ernment was confined totide-water,and expressed || Canals; which motion was negatived. 
himself in favor of aid being given, if inthe power || The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
of the Government, to any of the great arteries | Seymour, it was negatived; and the original reso- 
and channels of trade and commerce. || lution was then adopted. 

Mr. PETTIT next obtained the floor. | The xesolution is as follows: 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, desired to || 


Now, in such cases as this, which | 
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He was now a |) 


18 


relates to the improvement of the navigation of the rivers of 
the West be referred to the Commitiee on Commerce. 


The following resolution was then adopted: 


12. That so much as relates to the affairs and interests of 
the District of Columbia be referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. BURKE, it was 


Resolved, That so much as relates to the Smithsonian 
bequest be referred to the Joint Committee on the Library. 


The committee then rose, and reported the res- 
olutions to the House; and the question being on 
their adoption, 

Mr. REDING moved the previous question. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, rose and 


East; and he felt a respect and a veneration for || claimed the floor, for the purpose of making an 
that portion of the Union which, perhaps, no other | explanation. 

There had been some hard || 
words used in the course of this debate—words | 


The SPEAKER remarked that the previous 
uestion being demanded, the subject was not 
dahatahio. 

Mr. STEWART inquired if it would be in 


man from Ohio [Mr. Wetxer] which he would || order to move a suspension of the rules, in order 


to give him an opportunity to make an explaua- 
tion upon a subject personal to himself. 

Mr. McCONNELL, (from his seat.) You had 
| better make that explanation out of doors. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair could not en- 
| tertain a proposition while the previous question 

was pending. 

Mr. STEWART. Is there any way in which 
| I can ask leave? 
Mr. McCONNELL. None in the world. 
Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether the previous 
| question might not be voted down when it was 
| used as a gag. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON observed that it would not 
be permissible for the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to make any explanation in the Elouse in 
regard to what took place in committee. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the second 
to the previous question. 

Mr. BARNARD rose and appealed to’ the cour- 
tesy of the Hlouse to allow the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania (Mr. Stewart] to make a personal 

explanation in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Wetier.| This courtesy was usual, and 
had never been, to his knowledge, denied, 

Mr. B. was called to order by several. 

The SPEAKER said he had no recollection of 


|| a case where a member had been permitted to 


! 


motion of Mr. Tuompson, in amendment of Mr. 
|, Wise’s resolution to refer that portion of the || tinctly announced, and puttothe House and voted 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, moved to amend || them. 
the Union, and a market for western produce. | the proposition by striking out Committee on 


make such an explanation after the call for the 

previous question, 
| Mr. GRIDER inquired whether the question 
on the adoption of the resolution was put to the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER said that the question was dis- 


| on. 
| Mr. MORRIS rose to appeal to the gentleman 
| from New Hampshire [Mr. Repine] to withdraw 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to amend, by insert- || the call for the previous question, so that his col- 


league (Mr. Stewart] might have an opportu- 
nity to make an explanation. 

Mr. McCONNELL said: I call him to order; 
and, Mr. Speaker, | doubt whether Mr. Morais 
himself is a gentleman. 

The question was then put on the second to the 
previous question and carried—ayes 91, noes 60. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays on 
the main question; which were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether it would be 
in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Stewart] to move that he be excused from 
voting, and to give his reasons? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 


‘| Mr. STEWART rose and asked to be excused 


The proposition was not received; and the ques- | from voting, because he had no opportunity of 


explaining to the House matters personal to him- 


committee of nine, tellers were appointed, who || self, and of vindicating himself from the charges 
reported the vote to be as follows: 60 in the affirm- || contained in the remarks of the gentleman from 


|| Ohio. He appealed to every gentleman on the 
|| floor, after the manner in which he had been as- 
| sailed, not by one only, but by two or three mem- 


‘original resolution so as to refer the subject of || bers, charging him with falsehood, if these charges 


_ were to be permitted to stand against him in that 
House, without his being permitted to reply to 
He appealed to them all to say whether 
he had ever uttered one word of a persona! char- 
| acter, or assailed any one on thatfloor. He had 
been told this morning that, if he had any ex- 
planations to make, he should make them out of 
doors. Why, even if he was a fighting man, he 
could not fight all. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON called the gentleman to 


Resolved, ‘That so much of the President’s message as |! order. 
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Mr. McCONNELL. |! call the gentleman to 
order; and, if there is any fighting to be done, I 
nim ready to take all that on my hands. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the gentleman was out 
of order in referring in the House to mattersthat 
took place in Committee of the Whole. He 
hoped the gentleman would let the question be 
taken, and the business of the House fo on, 
which was now suspended; and when the House 
went into Committee of the Whole again, which 
would soon take place, the gentleman could have 
every opportunity of making all the explanation 
he desired. 

Mr. STEWART, (turning to Mr. Jonwson.) 
Will the gentleman designate the time? 

Mr. McCONNELL. The gentleman ean get 
it out of doors whenever he wants it, 

The SPEAKER, in reply to Mr. C. Jounson’s 
question of order, said that it was not in order 
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to allude to 
matters that passed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McCONNELL made some remark not 
heard by the reporter, when 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman must not 
interrupt a member on the floor. 

Mr. STEWART said he would not have an 
opportunity of vindicating himself if he could not 
refer to what passed in Committee of the Whole. 
It had been said that in the speech he made, he 
had made personal charges against members on 
that floor. That he denied. He made no allu- 
sions of a personal character to any member; and 
he was therefore not willing to be silenced by 
such assaults as had been made on him. He 
committed a greaterror yesterday, which he now 
regretted; and that was in having noticed the re- 
marks of the member from Ohio whilst he was | 
addressing the Chair. 
ticed him had he known as much of his character 
and standing as he now did. / 

Several gentlemen here called the gentleman to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 
order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will refer the Speaker to 
the pledge the gentleman gave that he would not 
make any personal reflections on any gentleman. 
Mr. D. objected to any gentleman proceeding 
without leave. 


Mr. WINTHROP moved for leave for the 


The gentleman is not in 


tion he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BARNARD suggested that his friend from | 
Massachusetts [Mr.Winturop] should withdraw | 
his motion, and allow the question to be taken 
on concurring in the report of the Committee of | 
the Whole; and that there should be a general 
understanding that the gentleman from Pennsyl- || 
vania be allowed to make his explanation after- 
wards. 

Mr. BARNARD was called to order by sev- 
crat. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that, with that under- 
standing, he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that for his part he would 
not come into any such understanding. The gen- 
tleman had already occupied two hours on this 
subject; and he could not consent to set aside the 
business of the House for such a purpose. 

Mr. WINTHROP then renewed his motion, 
and called for the yeas and nays; and the yeas 
and nays having been ordered, 

Mr. THOMPSON asked if the motion was not 
to allow the gentleman to proceed in order ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON then appealed to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays, as no gentleman would 
object to the gentleman proceeding in order. 
The call for the yeas and nays, under such cir- 
cumstances, would be a useless consumption of 
time 

Several voices called the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi to order. 

Mr. PARMENTER asked if, in the present 
stage of the question, any debate at all would be 
in order? 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wiy- 
THRor’s motion by yeas and nays, and resulted— 
yeas 152, nays 18. : 

So the gentleman had leave to proceed in 
order. 

Mr. STEW ART then made some few observa- 





tions, and with an intimation that he should seek 


| what did he (Mr. 8.) do? 


He would not have no- |; 


some other opportunity to be heard, he withdrew 
his motion to be excused from voting. 
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| 


The House then sustained the previous ques- || 


tion, and concurred in the report of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the House ad- 
journ; but withdrew it at the request of Mr. 
STEWART 

Mr. STEWART rose, and made some obser- 
vations which were almost inaudible. 

‘The SPEAKER said the gentleman was notin 
order, exsept by unanimous content. 

Mr. CLINTON objected. 

A conversation ensued,in which Messrs. BAR- 


| NARD, HUNT,C.J.INGERSOLL, and others 


took part. Ultimately it was agreed that the 


rules of the House should be suspended, to allow | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania to make an 


explanation. 
Mr. STEWART then addressed the House. 


He recapitulated the circumstances under which 


he made his speech a few days since, which ap- | 


peared to have occasioned the indecorous lan- 
guage which had since been used. The ‘‘ ex- 
ploded American system’? was spoken of and 
denounced by one gentleman; he was followed 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Jameson,] 
who took occasion to characterize the Whig 
party of this House as the ** coon party,’’ as a 
party without principles for the public eye; as 
the tag ends of parties; and as a party weighed 
in the balance and found wanting, &c. And 
He merely replied to 
those charges, and vindicated the policy which 
had been adopted by the Whig party. He showed 
what was the effect of the Whig policy on the 
country, and contrasted it with the opposing sys- 


| tem, of which Mr. Van Buren was the advocate; 


but he made no personal allusion to any man on 
this floor. 


was a stranger. 


To the member from Ohio he cer- | 
| tainly made no allusion, for to that member he 
He acted in the discharge of a | 


great public duty, and opposed a system which | 
he was of opinion was calamitous to the country. | 


He made no personal allusion, and yet he was 
assailed by the gentleman from Ohio in language 
which he would read to the House. 
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out faasiliniorintstessiannenystgsipocteamnesietenfirtainielibiagamemialpbentibitdighossonetie manera , 
too, extravagant as he was decmed on that syb. 
ject. 

He thus supported all the charges he had made 
There was certainly some little dispute about the 
amount of some appropriations. He had said th 
the Government, within a given time had not ey. 
pended as much in western improvements as had 
been spent on the Capitol in which they were then 
assembled; and to this the gentleman from Ohj 


had replied that $3,000,000 had been spent ing 


particular period, which he named, on western 
improvements, whereas this Capitoi did not cost 
more than one million dollars. Now, he had the 
impression that the erection of the Capitol, the 

urchase of the grounds, the reérection of that 

uilding after it was burnt down, and some other 
expenditures, amounted to three or four million 
dollars. But it did appear to him that, if it were 


| tolerated, when a member of this House rose jp 
his place to discharge his solemn duty in a man- 


ner that was respectful and parliamentary, by vin- 
dicating a system of policy which he approved, 
and condemning a system of. which he disap- 
proved , he was to be silenced by the accusation 
of ** lies,’’ ** falsehood,”’ and ** liar,”’ the dignity 
of the House was gone, and the minority might 
as well retire, for their rights were trampled down, 
It was for the House to determine whether jt 
would be degraded to the condition of the most 
disorderly body, by the introduction of such low, 
bilingsgate language as had been tolerated there, 

Mr. McCONNELL called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. STEWART protested against such a 
course of conduct as was pursued by the major- 
ity in that House. 

Mr. McCONNELL. You are slandering the 
majority. 

Mr. STEWART said he should take no notice 


| of what the gentleman from Alabama was saying. 


Mr. McCONNELL. 
you, sir. : 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order, 

Mr. STEWART said he could never suffer 
himself to imitate the examples of coarseness and 
vulgarity in debate which had been exhibited in 


I shall take notice of 


‘| that House. He should discharge his duty firmly 


He read from the report which appeared in the || 


| Globe of Mr. Wetver’s remarks, and then re- 
gentieman to proceed in order; and on that ques- 


marked, that having made no personal allasion || 


to the gentleman from Ohio, he would ask the 
House and the country if he was to sit down in 
silence under charges thus made without provo- 
cation, and in terms which he could not character- 
ize butin language which would violate the de- 


and fearlessly; but he could never condescend to 
enter into personal altercations with all who might 
think proper to Assail him. 

Mr. STEWART having finished his explana- 
tion, 


Mr. HOLMES moved that it be resolved that 


| the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to 


corum of parliamentary debate? What, then, was | 


he todo? What course was he to pursue? The 


| first opportunity he had, he read the language of 


the member from Ohio to the House, and said | 


that he was willing to maintain all that he had 
alleged; 
proof. He vindicated himself, and he removed 
‘‘the brand of falsehood frora his forehead,’’ that 
it might be placed where it could properly be ap- 
plied. The gentleman from Ohio did not ques- 
tion his facts, but an inference. He had inferred 
that the President (Mr. Van Buren) had directed 
the Secretary not to furnish estimates for western 


| improvements, because such estimates had been 
| previously furnished, and because it was the duty 


of the Secretary then to have furnished them, un- 
less such directions were given to him by the Ex- 
ecutive. This was an inference, and not a matter 
of fact. The gentleman from Ohio furnished proof 
that Mr. Van Buren did sign an appropriation 


and did so by furnishing documentary | 


bill for western improvements; but this he had | 


never denied. What he said was, that Mr. Van 
Buren denied that this Government had the power 
to make internal improvements within the States, 
and contended that the consent of the States could 
not give that power. This he had shown from 
a letter written by Mr. Van Buren. He knew, 
also, that Mr. Van Buren had favored a bill to 
place turnpikes on the Cumberland road within 
the State of Pennsylvania, which he at that time 
opposed, because he did not believe that this 
Government possessed the power to impose fines 
and penalties on the people of Pennsylvania for 
passing through any portion of the State of Penn- 
sylvania; and that bill was vetoed by Mr. Mon- 
roe. And further: Mr. Van Buren voted for the 
tariff of 1828, which was the most extravagant 


| tariff ever passed; and he voted against thar 


inquire into the expediency of repealing the law 
against dueling. 

Mr. McCONNELL. For the especial benefit 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the resolution 
could only be received by the unanimous consent 
of the House. 

Several Voices. ‘There is no objection. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Nobody ovjects, unless 
it be the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to-day were 
landed to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, ot Connecticut : ‘I'he petition of Al- 
fred North aud others, of the town of Berlin, Connecticut, 
for a reduction of letter postage, and entire abotiuon of the 
franking privilege ; wiuch was referred to the Comunittee on 
the Post Othee and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. HUNT, of New York: The petition of Henry 
Gould and ninety-six cnizens of Orleans county, New York, 
and the petition of Orson Nicholson and twenty five citi- 
zens of Orleans county, New York, for the completion of 
Qak Orchard harbor. 

By Mr. KING, of New York: The petition of inhabit- 
ants of Macomb, New York, to abridge the franking privi- 
lege and reduce the rates of postage. 

* By Mr. HARPER: The petition of William G. Shanks 
and thirty-three others, citizens of Muskingum county, 
Ohio, praying for retrenchment in the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Re- 
trenchment. 

Also, the petition of the same citizens, praying for a re- 
duction of the present rates of postage ; Which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. __ 

By Mr. STEENROD: Tie petition of citizens of Ohio 
county, Virginia, requesting Congress to adopt the report 
and. resolutions of the Hon. Jobn P. Kennedy, and to ap- 
propriate a sum not less than $20,000, to enable the African 
colonies to purchase the balance of the territory lying be- 
tween Cape Mount and Cape Palmas, on the coast of Af- 
rica, &e. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Samuel Smith, Jer- 
rett. and March, citizens of Maine, for a law defining the 
mauner in which the lumber comiiug down tue St. John, 
trom the State of Maine, shall be admitted into the United 
States, 
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IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, January 22, 1844, 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from three hundred and fifty citizens of Middle- 
town, Connecticut, praying that the rates of post- 
age may be reduced, and charged, by weight, on 
the principles of the British reformed post office, | 
adapted to the federal currency of the United 
States; that letters and packages be charged at a 
uniform rate, not exceeding five cents the half 
ounce, to any distance in the United States when 

repaid, and double this rate if not prepaid; that 
all printed matter be charged by weight, at one 
cent per ounce, without distinction as to distance. 
That any newspaper weighing more than two 
ounces when dry, be charged extra postage, like 
other printed matter; and that the franking priv- 
ilege be entirely abolished. : 

Mr. H. said, in presenting the memorial, he | 
would beg leave to remark that the respectable 
gentlemen whose names were signed to the me- 
morial appeared to feel a deep interest in the sub- | 
iect. They believe that justice and public policy | 
alike demand that there should be an essential | 
modification of the laws relating to the Post Office | 
Department, in the particulars mentioned. 
believed that they expressed the feelings and sen- 
timents of the community in general when they 
say that a reduction in the rates of postage, now 
large, Should be made; and they want uniformity; 
and also, that there should be some control over 
the abuses of the franking privilege. It was his 
belief that there should be a great reduction in 
the existing rates of postage, and the modes of 
assessing them; and that the franking privilege 
should be controlled or entirely abolished. He 
expressed a wish that the post office committee, 
now having charge of the subject, would soon | 
report; and, on his motion, the memorial was re- | 

| 





ferred to that committee. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from R. | 
C. Hooper and a number of distillers of spirits, | 
in Boston, and another from John Tyler and Wil- | 
liam Savage, and a number of other merchants of | 
the city of Boston, engaged in trade with the | 


Island of Cuba, asking that that feature of the || 


| 

} 

| 
tariff gradually reducing the drawback on the ex- | 
ports of spirits distilled from foreign molasses 
may be repealed, and that a drawback on exports 
of that article may be allowed, equal to the duty 
paid on imports of foreign molasses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from 
James B. Farnsworth and others, citizens of Rox- 
borough, impressed with the evils of war, ask- 
ing Congress to take measures to prevent the re- 
currence of war; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of | 
alarge number of the merchants of the city of | 
Philadelphia, stating that the présent custom- | 
house i8 wholly insufficient for the business of 
the port; and that it had been their expectation, 
formany years, that Congress would cause a cus- 
tom-house to be erected of capacity equal to the 
demands of trade; but that at present an oppor- 


tunity is offered of purchasing the banking-house | 


of the Bank of the United States for that purpose, 
at a very low rate, and at a far less price than 
would attend the erection of new buildings. They 
therefore urge upon Congress the propriety of 
urchasing this building, to be used as a custom- 
1ouse for the port of Philadelphia. 

Mr. B. said that this banking-house could now 
be purchased for $300,000, and the old custom- 
house would probably sell for $50,000; so that 
the appropriation required for the purchase would 


He || 





be reduced to $250,000. The banking-house was 
of marble, and fire-proof throughout; and was 
nearly as large, and was of the same order of 
Grecian architecture, as the custom-house in New 
York. It was well calculated in every respect for 
a custom-house; and might now be purchased 
for less than one third of the cost of the New 
York custom-house. The lot on which the bank 
stood fronted on Chestnut street one hundred and 
twenty-one feet, and was two hundred and thir- 
ty-five feet deep to Library street. The building 
was entirely insulated, having passages on either 
side thirty-one feet in breadth; so that it could be 
approached on all sides. He had been assured, 
from a respectable source, that the naked lot 
itself, and marble which had been used in the 





|| pose than that of a custom-house. 


| a purchase of it. 
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building would command the price for which the | 
purchase could be made. He presumed that the || 
reason why the purchase could be made at this | 
reduced price was that the property would not 

command in the market more than the lot and || 
the materials were worth; because no banking || 
corporation could afford to purchase it, and the 
banking-house could be applied to no other pur- 


i 
} 


1 
The mercantile interest of Philadelphia had || 
long in vain been asking Congress to erect a new || 
custom-house, as the old one was wholly insuf- | 
ficient for the business; and they were now ex- | 
ceedingly anxious that the present opportunity | 
might be embraced. 








He moved that the reading of the memorial be | 
dispensed with, and that it be referred to the || 
Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that, a few days | 
since, he had received from the Treasury Depart- H 
ment some papers connected with the purchase of || 
this building for a custom-house. He believed 
that some of the papers were from the naval offi- 
cer of that port, and from the architect of the build- 
ing. They speak of its condition, original cost, 
and its great convenience, from its construction 
and location, for a custom-house. They believe 
it would be beneficial to the Government to make 
The committee did not feel au- 
thorized to take cognizance of the matter, as the 
papers on the subject were informally before 
them; but if it were the pleasure of the Senate to 
make the reference proposed, they would make 
the proper investigation. 

Mr. HANNEGAN inquired whether this bank 
building was not recently sold? When in Phila- 
de!phia, he was informed that it was recently sold 
for an amountabout equaling the cost of erecting 
the steps. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he could not answer 
that inquiry. His belief of the matter was, that 
the trustees of the bank would be willing to take 
the price mentioned. If it wassold, he supposed 
it was sold and bought in, for the benefit of the 
trustee-ship. He had no doubt, from the respeet- 
ability of the sources from which his informn- 
tion had been derived, that it was all true. The 


| committee, however, would examine into the al- 


leged facts, and, if they found them to be well- 
founded, would report a bill to authorize the pur- 
chase. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PHELPS presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of Vermont, instructing the 
Senators and requesting the Represeutatives from 
that State to resist the repeal of the present rev- 
enue laws, and to use their influence to secure 
adequate protection to all branches of American 
industry. The preamble to the resolutions set | 
forth that, under the tariff, there has been a great 
improvement in the business of the country, and 
a great advancement of the prices of its products, 
especially in the products of that State. The pre- 
amble and resolutions were ordered to lie on the | 
table, and be printed. 

Also, resolutions from the same source, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives from that State to vote for an extension | 
of the law granting pensions to widows of revo- 
lutionary soldiers, so as to allow to all such as 
are now, or may hereafter become, the widows 
of such officers and soldiers, whose marriage 
took place prior to 1800; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Julia 
M. Lawrence, the widow of Captain James Law- | 


rence, praying to be restored to the pension roll; || 


which was referred to the Gommittee on Naval | 


Affairs. 


Also, a petition of John G. Tibbets, praying a 
settlement of his accounts for a balance supposed 
to be due to him for labor on the New York cus- 
tom-house; which he moved to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. EVANS said he believed that was a just | 
claim, and ought to have been paid long ago; but | 


he knew no reason why the petition should be 


| glorious! 





drew his motion. The memorial was then re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from a 


| numbe- of masters and owners of vessels em- 


ployed in the coasting trade, asking for an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light-house on West 
Point, York harbor; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. STURGEON aoe joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in- 


| structing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 


sentatives from that State to vote against any ap- 
propriation for the erection of a bridge at Wheel- 
ing, Virginia, or at any other point on the Ohio 
river, or any other project that would result in 
increasing the obstacles already existing to the 
free navigation and use of that great thorough- 
fare. The resolution set forth, also, thata bridge 
across the Ohio at Wheeling would injuriously 
affect the commerce of Pittsburg, and arrest the 
construction of war steamers, &c., there; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
Count de Grasse, the only son of Admiral Count 
de Grasse, who rendered such distinguished and 
useful service to this country during the war of 
the Revolution; particularly in the assistance and 
protection which he afforded to the operations of 
the allied army in Virginia, previous to the sur- 
render of the Marquis of Cornwallis at York- 
town. He represents that he has now attained 
the advanced age of seventy-seven years, and that 
he has met with many misfortunes in life, which 
have reduced him to poverty, and rendered him 
unable tocomply with his pecuniary engagements, 
and he therefore solicits of the generosity of Con- 
gress the means of preserving spotless a name so 
yv inscribed on the first pages of the his- 
tory of Aterica. ‘This memorial is accompanied 
by documents which clearly establish the truth of 
the facts stated in the memorial; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
Mr. EVANS presented a petition from the heirs 


of Nathan Dageect, who are Americans, setting 
forth the importan: services rendered by him to 
Ameriea in the war of the Revolution. This 


matter (Mr. Eo said) was before the committee 
of the other House last session, and was reject- 
ed; but as there was new evidence presented on 
which to sustain the petition, he moved its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 
which was agreed to 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial from 
numerous citizens of Indiana, praying that the 
western armory may be established at Pittsburg, 
Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
Elizabeth Colburn, of lebron, New Hampshire, 
praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Pennsylvania, interested 

| in transporting coal, complaining that the custom 
| house officers have so construed the law compell- 
| ing those engaged in the coasting trade to con- 


| tribute to the fund for the support of sick and dis- 


abled seamen, as to exact from those who navi- 
| gate with canal boats the same fees as those who 
| are engaged in the coasting trade; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Also presented the memorial from citizens of 
| Pennsylvania, asking for an appropriation to con- 
| tinue the works for the improvement of the har- 
| bor of Erie; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Commerce. 
DISTRICT BILLS. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia, reported a bill providing 
that one of the judges of the circuit court for the 
District of Columbia shall hereafter reside in the 
city of Alexandria; and a bill to incorporate the 
Georgetown college, in the District of Columbia; 
which bills were read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. RIVES, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the administrator of Col- 


referred to the Finance Committee, and moved i} onel William Grayson, for a commutation of pay, be taken 


that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. WRIGHT said if the chairman of the 

Finance Committee believed that the petition 

should not be referred to that committee, he with- 


|| from the files of the Senate and referred to the Comiaittce 
on Revolutionary Claims. 


| On motion of Mr. UPHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James Smalley, agent fora 
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regiment of Vermont militia, praying for remuneration for 
services in defending Plattsburgh, be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Commitice on Military Af 
fairs. 


NAVAL HOSPITAL FUND. 
Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a joint 


resolution authorizing the investmentof the naval 
hospital fund; which was read tWice, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CONSULS. 

Mr. SEMPLE introduced the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to Le communicated to the Senate— 

1. A list of all the consuls, vice consuls, and commer- 
cial agents, now in the service of the United States, to- 
gether with the country and particular port or place at which 
they reside. 

®, Whether all the consuls, vice consuls, and commer- 
cial agents aforesaid, have made regular returns of the fees 
and perquisites which they have received, and of the ton- 
nage and commerce of the United States within their re 
spective consulates or agencies, according to the instruc- 
tions of the Becretary of State. 

3%. The amount of fees and perquisites which such con- 
sula, vice consuls, and commercial agents have received 
during the years 1842 and 1843, as far as returns have been 
received, 

4. ‘The number of vessels and the amount of tonnage of 
the United States which entered and cleared within each 
of the consulates and agencies aforesaid during the year 
}b42 and the year 1843, as far as returns have been received. 
And also the number of seamen belonging to the United 
States that have been provided for and sent home from each 
of the said consulates during the time aforesaid. 


THE-POST OFFICE LAWS. 


Mr. MERRICK, on leave, introduced his bill 
‘*to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use, 
and correct the abuse, of the franking privilege, 
and to prevent frauds upon the revenues of the 
Post Office Department.’’ 

Mr. M. stated, in moving for a second reading 
of this bill by special order, that he had chosen 
to bring it in on leave, with a view that it might 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads; because, the bill be- 
ing long and containing many provisions relating 
to intricate and difficult subjects, it would be more 
convenient and agreeable to the other members 
of the committee to have an opportunity to ex- 
amine it. carefully in their chambers in a printed 
form, before they gave their formal consent to its 
details; although, while he had been engaged in 
preparing the bill, the committee had several times 
conferred upon the subject, and there appeared to 
be a general concurrence in their views. And 
besides, he expected, when the bill should be 
returned from the committee, it would be accom- 
panied by a written report, and therefore it was 
better that they should have it in a printed form 
at once, 

Mr. M. said, while he was up, as this was a 
subject just now exciting some interest in the Sen- 
ate and in the country, he would briefly state 
what were the general features of the bill. The 
first and leading feature is a large reduction of all 
the rates of postage charged under the existing 
laws. I propose by this bill that there shall be 
charged in future upon all letters in manuscript, 
not exceeding one half of an ounce in weight, five 
cents for transporting them any distance not more 
than one hundred miles, and ten cents for all 
greater distances; and double those rates for let- 
ters exceeding half an ounce in weight, and not 
exceeding three quarters of an ounce; and for all 
letters exceeding three quarters of an ounce in 
weight, and not exceeding one ounce, treble those 
rates, and soon. It is further proposed to alter 
the rates of newspaper postage, so as to allow all 
of them, under a certain reasonable size, to circu- 
late free of all charge for postage within the county 
where printed, and to be charged with one half 
cent for being conveyed by mail, less than a hun- 
dred miles, and beyond the limits of the county 
in which printed; and one cent for any greater 
distance; and imposing additional burdens upon 
those excessively large sheets which have of late 
so greatly incumbered the mails. By another pro- 
vision of the bill, the mode of charging postage 
upon pamplfets, magazines, and other printed 
matter, is proposed to be altered, and the charge 
o be made in future upon all such matter by 
weight, instead of by the sheet; and the old rates 
are proposed to be considerably reduced. So 
much for rates of postage. 


The bill also proposes to abolish the franking | 





| privilege as it now exists, and in place thereof to 


require all the postage on correspondence on Gov- 


ernment account to be paid out of the contingent | 


funds of the several bureaus and departments 


properly chargeable therewith; and to allow mem- é| 
bers of Congress, as a privilege which it could | 
not be proper to take from their constituents, to | 
receive allletters, petitions, memorials, &c., which | 


their constituents may be pleased to send them, 
free of postage; and, also, to cause them to be 
furnished by the Post Office Department with a 
certain specified and limited number of free stamps 
or envelopes, by which means all abuses of the 
nature now complained of will be certainly and 
effectually prevented, and the freedom of inter- 
communication between the members of Congress 
and their constituents will be preserved forall 
beneficial purposes. 


An effort is also made, in | 


addition to the persuasive effect of the great res | 


duction of the rates of charges, to put an end, by 
suitable penal enactments, to the great and alarm- 
ing frauds upon the legitimate revenues of the 
Post Office Department, now so frequently perpe- 
trated by the private expresses established upon 
all, or almost all, the most productive of the post 
routes in the country. This is indispensably ne- 
cessary, or the revenues will continue to diminish 


until the establishment will become an annual || 


charge upon the general Treasury too heavy to 
be borne. 
I have given, at this time, this brief synopsis of 


the leading features of this bill that both the Sen- | 
| ate and country may at once see the general scope 


of my own views upon this interesting subject, 
and those of the other members of the committee, 
so far as I have yet been able to collect them; and 


| to the end that we may be further, enlightened 
upon the subject by any suggestions which gen- | 


tlemen here, or an intelligent public, may see 
proper to make before the time for final action 
upon the subject. That material and important 


reforms must be made, and that speedily, in this | 


branch of the public service, is now apparent to 
all; and I sincerely hope the plan I have proposed 


| will, in the main, prove effectual, and satisfactory 


to the Senate and to the country; or, if it does not 
now appear to be so, that it will be so altered and 
modified, during its progress through this body, 
as to be made to answer these very desirable ends. 


The bill was then read, and referred to the Com- |! 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
CHEROKEE CLAIMS. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said that a few days ago the | 
| Committee on Printing had reported in favor of 


printing a report from the War Department, on 


the subject of the awards by the board estab- | 


lished for the adjustment of claims under the 


| Cherokee treaty; and that report was confirmed 


by the Senate. He moved to reconsider the vote 
by which it was ordered to be printed. The vote 
was reconsidered. 


Mr. JARNAGIN said that report was made in 


| answer to a resolution he had the honor of sub- 
| mitting. He took upon himself the labor of look- 


ing over that report since it was ordered to be 
printed, and so far as he had any object in view, 
in making the call upon the Department, by res- 
olution, it was a matter of little consequence 
whether their report was printed or not, The 
information asked for was not given. The report 
seemed to be made up of a correspondence, con- 
ducted in the most formal, diplomatic style, be- 
tween the Secretary and the Board of Commis- 
sioners, as to the propriety of appointing an as- 
sistant clerk to the board, and the relative powers 
of each to effect that object. ‘The Secretary of 


| War, in his report, says that the Board of Com- 


missioners under the late Cherokee treaty, organ- 


ized Sth September, 1842, has cost $11,839 13; | 


that the amount adjudicated, as far as communi- 
cated to the Department, is $26,836 16—of which 
$16,306 16 are held not to have beon within the 
jurisdiction of the commissioners, or suspended 
for othercauses. ‘This leaves remaining $10,530 
—of which $2,970 62 have been paid. ‘The state- 
ment furnished by the Second Auditor shows the 
items of which the sum of $10,530 is composed. 
‘They are awards made in fourteen cases, and in 
favor of agents and attorneys; and the Senate is 
left ignorant of the amounts awarded the claim- 
ants respectively. Now, he could not, and would 
not, ask the Government to pay the expenses of 


| printing such a mass of trash as was furnished 
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to the Senate, when the information asked was 
withheld from the report. 

Mr. KING made some inquiry of the chajr. 
man of the Printing Committee as to the reason 
for reconsidering the vote on printing. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said, when he had first ex. 
amined the report, he was in favor of printing jy. 
but, on a more particular examination of its con, 
tents, he had come to the conclusion that the 
public interests did not require that it should be 
printed. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said his remarks were jp. 
tended to show that there was no necessity to 
print the report. He could have access to it, if 
he wanted to answer the ends he desired; but he 
could submit a resolution hereafter, and get a re. 
port from the Department not half so voluminous, 
They certainly did not want to have printed, at 
an enormous expense to the public, a voluminous 


| correspondenceas to the appointment of (he would 


not say a relative of the Secretary) an assistant 


| clerk to the board. 





| iff was adjusted. 
| 


On motion of Mr. KING, the question of print. 
ing the report was recommitted to the committee, 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of 
Friday, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Finance, for the indefinite post. 


| ponement of the bill introduced by the Senator 


from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrig,] to reduce 
gradually the rates of duties under the present 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act—that 
is, an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 

Mr. EVANS addressed the Senate for two 
hours, in answer to the remarks made by Mr, 
McDurrie on Friday. He commenced by ac- 
knowledging the reluctance with which he en- 
tered into the subject of the tariff question so 
prematurely; not for want of a proper apprecia- 
tion of its importance, but on account of the ne- 
a which he was under of going over and 
over details and arguments perfectly familiar to 
the public, and which had beep so fully and ably 
investigated and discussed when the present tar- 
He had heard the same argu- 
ments last session from the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie,] that he advanced on 
the present occasion, and had replied to them 
then, as he should be obliged to reply to them 
now. There was nothing new to be said on 
either side. They had to treat of topics wholly 
exhausted. It was therefore no wonder that he 
should enter upon the subject reluctantly. But 
as it had been forced upon the Senate, he felt 
bound to reiterate the arguments he had made 
use of last session, (founded on facts and truths 
that never varied,) in reply to the theories and 
assertions of the Senator from South Carolina, 
The first topic of that Senator’s remarks he 


should address himself to, was that of the ex- 


ceeding injustice of levying the whole of the rev- 
enue for the General Government on imposts— 


| a thing which the Senator asserted was done by 


no other Government in the civilized world. He 
insisted that no parallel could be drawn between 


this Government and that of England, or the 
other countries mentioned by the Senator; be- 
cause the people of this country have to support 


two Governments—their General Government 
and their State governments. The one derived 


| its revenue from customs, and the other from ex- 


| cise; but if both these revenues were put together 


it would be found that the duties on imports, col- 
lected by the General Government, would bear 
about the same proportion to the whole amount 
of taxes paid by the people to the State govern- 
ments and General Government, which the duties 


| on imports in England bear to the whole of the 
taxation of England. 


The next argument of the Senator from South 


Carolina was, that the law of 1842 did not impose 


a tariff for revenue, but for protection; in support 
of which he took the effect on each article subject 
to duty, separately considered. This he denied 
to be the fair way of considering the subject. Some 
of the articles affected, or partially prohibited, 
were of such trivial amount, that they would, in 


any case, form but an inconsiderable item for rev- 


enue. The law should be taken as a whole. Its 
general effect was to be considered, Now, he in- 
sisted that the general effect of the tariff law of 
1842 was to increase revenue, to bring more rev- 
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